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r Þr = E were, not long ſince, ſome Gen- 
dV W-/ tlemen of the Inns of Court, toge- 
ther, each to other ſo well known, 
XXX 3F 8; that no Man's Preſence was a Con- 
IS WP fincment to any other from ſpeak- 
ing his Mind on any Subject that 
happened to ariſe in Converſation. The Meeting 
was without Deſign, and the Diſcourſe, as in like 
Caſes, various. Among other Things we fell up- 
on the Subject of Moolſton's Trial and Conviction, 
which had happened ſome few Days before: That 
led to a Debate how the Law ſtands in ſuch Caſes, 
what Puniſhment it inflicts; and, in general, whe- 
ther the Law ought at all to ;interpoſe in Contro- 
verſies of this kind. We were not agreed in theſe 
Points. One, who maintained the fayourable fide 
to Moolſton, diſcovered a great Liking and Appro- 
bation of his Diſcourſes againſt the Miracles of 
e Chriſt, 
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(4 ] 
Chriſt, and ſeemed to think his Arguments unan- 
ſwerable. To which another reply'd, I wonder 
that one of your Abilities, and bred to the Profeſ- 
ſion of the Law, which teaches us to conſider the 


Nature of Evidence, and its proper Weight, can 


be of that Opinion; I am ſure you wou'd be un- 
willing to determine a Property of Five Shillings 
upon ſuch Evidence, as you now think material 
enough to overthrow the Miracles of Chriſt. 

It may caſily be imagined that this opened a 
Door to much Diſpute, and determined the Con- 
verſation for the Remainder of the Evening to this 


Subject. The Difpute ran thro” almoſt all the Par- 


ticulars mentioned in Moolſton's Pieces; but the 
Thread of it was broken by ſeveral Digreſſions, 
and the Purſuit of Things which were brought ac- 


cidentally into the Diſcourſe. At length one of 
the Company ſaid pleaſantly, Gentlemen, you don't 


argue like Lawyers; if I were Judge in this Caſe, 


I would hold you better to the Point. The Com- 
pany took the Hint, and cry'd they ſhou d be glad 


to have the Cauſe re-heard, and him to be the 
Judge. The Gentlemen who had engaged with 


Mettle and Spirit in a Diſpute which aroſe acci- 


dentally, ſeem'd very unwilling to be drawn into 
a formal Controverſy; and eſpecially the Gentle- 
man whoargued againſt Moolſton, thought the Mat- 
ter grew too ſerious for him, and excuſed himſelf 


from undertaking a Controverſy in Religion, of all 


others the moſt momentous: But he was told, that 
the Argument ſhould be confined merely to the 


Nature of the Evidence, and that might be con- 
ſidered without entring into any ſuch Controverſy 
| md. N 
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as he wou'd avoid; and to bring the Matter with- 
in Bounds, and under one View, the Evidence of 
Chriſt's Reſurrection, and the Exceptions taken 
to it, ſhould be the only Subject of the Confe- 
rence. With much Perſuaſion he ſuffered himſelf 
to be perſuaded, and promiſed to give the Com- 
pany, and their new-made Judge, a Meeting that 
Day fortnight. The Judge and the reſt of the 
Company were for bringing on the Cauſe a Week 
ſooner ; but the Council for Moolſton took the 
Matter up, and ſaid, Conſider, Sir, the Gentle- 
man is not to argue out of Littleton, Plowden, or 
Coke, Authors to him well known; bur he muſt 
have his Authorities from Matthew, Mark, Lake, 
and John; and a Fortnight is time little enough of 
all conſcience to gain a Familiariry with a new Ac- 
quaintance; and, turning to the Gentleman, he 


aid, I'll call upon you before the Fortnight is out, 


to ſee how reverend an Appearance you make be- 
hind Hammond on the New Teſtament, a Concor- 


dance on one hand, and a Folio Bible with Refe- 


rences on the other. You ſhall be welcome, Sir, 
reply'd the Gentleman, and perhaps you may find 
ſome Company more to your own Taſte; he is 
but a poor Council who ſtudies on one fide of the 
Queftion only, and therefore I will have your 
Friend M oolſton, T—1, and (-s, to entertain you 
when you do me the Favour of the Viſit. Upon 
this we parted in good Humour, and all pleaſed 
with the Appointment made, except the two 
Gentlemen who were to, provide the Entertain- 
ment. 


The 
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The SECOND Dar. 


HE Company met at the Time appointed: 
But it happened in this, as in like Caſes it 
often does, that ſome Friends to ſome of the Com- 
pany, who were not of the Party the firſt Day, 
had got Notice of the Meeting; and the Gentle- 
men who were to debate the Queſtion, found they 
had a more numerous Audience than they expected 
Th or deſired. He eſpecially who was to maintain 
| the Evidence of the Reſurrection, began to excuſe 
| the Neceſſity he was under of diſappointing their 
4 E xpectation, alledging that he was not prepared 
| and he had perſiſted in excuſing himſelf, but that 
| the Strangers, who perceived what the Caſe was, 
| offered to withdraw, which the Gentleman wou'd 
| bf by no means conſent to: They inſiſting to go, he 
Th faid, he would much rather ſubmit himſelf to their 
1 Candor, unprepared as he was, than be guilty of 
| [ Z ſo much Rudeneſs, as to force them to leave the 
| f Company. Upon which one of the Company, 1 
| ſmiling, ſaid, It happens luckily that our Number = 
| 15 increaſed ; when we were laſt together, we ap- | 
| N | pointed a Judge, but we quite forgot a Jury, and 
. . now, I think, we are good Men and true, ſuffici- 1 
Tit ent to make one. This Thought was purſued in = 
ſeveral Alluſions to legal Proceedings, which cre- 1 0 
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i ated ſome Mirth, and had this good Effect, that 4 
[; it diſperſed the ſolemn Air which the mutual Com- = 
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pliments upon the Difficulty-before-mentioned had 
introduced, and reſtored the Eaſe and Good-Hu- "= 
mour natural to the Converſation of Gentlemen. 
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The Judge perceiving the Diſpofition of the 
Campany, thought it a proper Time to begin, and 
called out, Gentlemen of the Jury take your Pla- 
ces; and immediately ſeated himſelf at the upper 
End of the Table: The Company fat round him, 
and the Judge called upon the Council for MWool- 
ſton to begin. 

Mr. A. Council for Woolſton, n 1 
ſelf ro the Judge, ſaid, 

May it pleaſe your Lordſhip; I conceive the 
Gentleman on the other Side ought to begin, and 
lay his Evidence, which he intends to maintain, 
before the Court ; till that is done, it is to no pur- 
poſe for me to object. I may perhaps object to 
ſomething which he will not admit to be any part 
of his Evidence, and therefore, I apprehend, the 
Evidence ought in the firſt Place to be diſtinctly 


2 ſtared. 


Fudge. Mr. B. What ſay you to that? 

Mr. B. Council on the other Side : 

My Lord, If the Evidence I am to maintain, 
were to ſupport any new Claim, if I were to gain 
any thing which I am not already poſſeſſed of, the 
Gentleman would be in the right; but the Evi- 
dence is old, and is matter of Record, and I have 
been long in poſſeſſion of all that I chain under it. 
If the Gentleman has any thing to ſay to diſpoſſeſs 
me, let him produce it; otherwiſe I have no rea- 
ſon to bring my own Title into queſtion. And 
this I take to be the known Method of proceeding 
in ſuch Caſes; no Man is obliged to produce his 
Title to his Poſſeſſion; it is ſufficient if he main- 
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out of Poſſeſſion of my Underſtanding and Reaſon; 
and ſince he would put me out of this Poſſeſſion, 
and compel me to admit Things incredible, in ver- 
tue of the Evidence he maintains, he ought to ſet 
forth his Claim, or leave the World to be directed 
by common Senſe. 


Fudge. Sir, you ſay rights upon Suppoſition 
that the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion were the 


Point in Judgment. In that Caſe it would be ne- 


ceſſary to produce the Evidence for the Chriſtian 
Religion; but the Matter now before the Court 
is, Whether the Objections produced by Mr. J/ool- 
for, are of weight to overthrow the Evidence of 


Chriſt's Reſurrection. You ſee then the Evidence 


of the Reſurrection is ſuppoſed to be what it is on 
both Sides, and the Thing immediately in Judg- 
ment, is the Value of the Objections, and there- 
fore they mult be ſet forth. The Court will be 
bound to take notice of the Evidence, which is 
admitted as a Fact on both Parts. Go on Mr. A. 

Mr. A. My Lord, I ſubmit to the Direction of 
the Court. I cannot but obſerve that the Gen- 


. tleman on the other ſide, unwilling as he ſeems to 


be to ſtate his Evidence, did not forget to lay in 


his Claim to Preſcription, which is, perhaps, in 


Truth, tho' he has too much Skill to own it, the 
very Strength of his Cauſe. I do allow that the 
Gentleman maintains nothing but what his Father 
and Grandfather, and his Anceſtors, beyond time 
of Man's Memory, maintain'd before him: I allow 


too, that Preſcription 1 in many Cates makes a good 
Tue; 


Mr. 4. Surely, my Lord, the Gentlemam i- 
flakes the Caſe; I can never «dniin my ſelf to be 


fs] 


Title; but it muſt always be with this Condi 
tion, that the thing is capable of being preſcri- 
bed for. And I infiſt, that Preſcription cannot 


run againſt Reaſon and Common Senſe. Cuſtoms 
may be pleaded by Preſcription 3 but if upon 
ſhewing the Cuſtom, any thing unreaſonable ap- 
pears in it, the Preſcription fails, for Length of 


Time works nothing towards the eſtabliſhing any 


thing that cou'd never have a Legal Commence- 


ment. And if this Objection will overthrow all 


Preſcriptions for Cuſtoms; the Miſchief of which 
extends perhaps to one poor Village only, and 
affects them in no greater a Concern, than their 
Right of Common upon a ragged Mountain; ſhall 
it not much more prevail, when the Intereſt of 


> Mankind is concern'd, and in no leſs a Point than 


his Happineſs in this Lite, and in all his Hopes for 
Futurity ? Beſides, if Preſcription muſt be allowed 


in this Caſe, how will you deal with it in others? 
What will you fay to the Ancient Perſians, and 


their Fire-Altars? Nay, what to the Turks, who 
ue. been long enough in Poſſeſſion of their Faith 
lead 
* B. I beg Pardon fred interrupting the Gen- 
tleman. But it is to ſave him Trouble. He is 
going into his favourite Common-Place, and has 
brought us from Perſia to Turkey already; and if 
he goes on, I know we muſt follow him round 
the Globe. To fave us from this long Journey, 
I'll wave all Advantage from the Antiquity of the 
Reſurrection, and the general Reception the Be- 
lief of it has found in the World; and am content 
to conſider it as a Fact which happened but laſt 
| | B Year, 
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Year, and was never heard of either by the Gen- 
tleman's Grandfather, or by mine. 

Mr. A. I ſhould not have taken quite ſo bag a 
Journey as the Gentleman imagines, nor, indeed, 
need any Man go far from home to find Inſtances 
to the Purpoſe I was upon. But ſince this Advan- 
tage is quitted, I am as willing to ſpare my Pains, 


as the Gentleman is defirous that I ſhould. And 
yet I ſuſpe& ſome Art even in this Conceſſion, fair 


and candid as it ſeems to be. For I am perſuaded 
that one Reaſon, perhaps the main Reaſon, why 


Men believe this Hiftory of Jeſus, is, that they 


cannot conceive that any one ſhould attempt, 


much leſs ſucceed in ſuch an Attempr as this, upon 
the Foundation of meer human Cunning and Poli- 
cy; and 'tis worth the while to go round the 


Globe, as the Gentleman expreſs'd himſelf, to ſee 
various Inſtances of the like Kind, in order to re- 
move this Prejudice. But I ſtand corre&ed, and 
will go directly to the Point now in Judgment. 
Mr. B. My Lord, 'The Gentleman in Juſtifica- 
tion of his firſt Argument, has entred upon ano- 
ther of a very different Kind. I think he is ſenſi- 
ble of it, and ſeeming to yield up.one of his popu- 
lar Topicks, is, indeed, artfully getting rid of ano- 
ther; which has made a very good Figure in many 
late Writings, but will not bear in any Place, 
where he who maintains it may be asked Queſti- 
ons. The mere Antiquity of the Reſurrection I 


gave up; for if the Evidence was not good at firſt, 
it can't be good now. The Gentleman is willing, 
he ſays, to ſpare us his Hiſtory of Ancient Errors, 


and intimates, that 3 this Account he paſſes 
ö over 
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over many Inſtances of Fraud, that were like in 
Circumſtances, to the Caſe — us. By no 
means, my Lord, let them be paſſed over. I 
wou'd not have the main Strength of his Cauſe 
betrayed in Complaiſance to me. Nothing can 
be more material, than to ſhew a Fraud of this 
Kind, that prevailed univerſally in the World. 


Chriſt Jeſus declared himſelf a Prophet, and put 


the Proof of his Miſſion on this; that he ſhou'd 
dye openly and publickly, and rife again the third 
Day. This ſurely was the hardeſt Plot in the 
World to be managed: And if there be one In- 
ſtance of this Kind, or in any degree like it, by 
all means let it be produced, 

Mr. 4. My Lord, There has hardly been an 
Inſtance of a falſe Religion in the World, but it 
has alſo afforded a like Inſtance to this before us, 


Have they not all pretended to Inſpiration? Upon 


what Foot did Pythagoras, Numa, and others ſet 
up? did they not all converſe with the Gods, and 
pretend to deliver Oracles? 

Mr. B. This only ſthews that Revelation is by 
the common Conſent of Mankind, the very beſt 
Foundation of Religion, and therefore every Im- 
poſtor pretends to it, But is a Man's hiding him- 
{elf in a Cave for ſome Years, and then coming 
out into the World, to be compared to a Man's 
dying and riſing to Life again? So far from it, that 
you and I and every Man may do the one, but no 
Man can do the other. 

Mr. A. Sir, I ſuppoſe it will be allowed to be 
as great a thing to go to Heaven and converſe with 
Angels, and with God, and to come down to the 

B 2 Earth 


5 ES 
Earth again, as it is to dye and riſe again. Now 
this very thing Mahome? pretended to do, and all 
his Diſciples believe it. Can you deny this Fact? 
Mr. B. Deny it, Sir? No. But tell us who 
went with Mahomet ? who were his Witneſſes? 
I expect before we have done, to hear of the Guards 
ſet over the Sepulchre of Chriſt, and the Seal of 
the Stone: What Guard watched Mahomet in his 
going or returning? What Seals and Credentials 
had he? He himſelf pretends to none. His Follow- 
ers pretend to nothing but his own Word. We 
are now to conſider the Evidence of Chriſt's Re- 
furrection, and you think to parallel it by produ- 
cing a Caſe, for which no one ever pretended there 
was any Evidence. You have Mahomer's Word; 
and no Man ever told a Lye, but you had his Word 
for the Truth of what he ſaid; and therefore you 
need not go round the Globe to find ſuch Inſtances 
as theſe. But this Story, tis ſaid, has gained great 
Credit, and is receiv'd by many Nations: Very 
well: And how was it receiv'd? Was not every 
Man converted to this Faith with the Sword at 
his Throat? In our Caſe, every Witneſs to the Re- 
ſurrection, and every Believer of it was hourly ex- 
poſed to Death: In the other Caſe, whoever refu- A 
{cd to believe, died, or what was as bad, lived a 1 
. 


wretched conquered Slave: And will you pretend 
theſe Caſes to be alike? One Caſe indeed there was 
within our own Memory, which in ſome Circum- 
ſtances came near to the Caſe now before us. The 
French Prophets put the Credit of their Miſſion 
upon the Reſurrection of Dr. Emmes, and gave 
publick Notice of it. If the Gentleman plęaſes 
5 ww o 
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to make uſe of this nn it is at his Ser- 
vice. 

Mr. A. The Inſtance of Dr. Emmes is ſo far to 
the Purpoſe, that it ſhews to what Lengths En- 
thuſtaſm will carry Men. And why might not 
the ſame thing happen at Jeruſalem, which hap- 
pen'd but a few Years ago in our own Country? 
Matthew, and John, and the reſt of them, ma- 
nag' d that Affair with more Dexterity than the 
French Prophets; ſo that the Reſurrection of Je- 
ſus gained Credit in the World, and the French 
Prophets ſunk under their ridiculous Pretenſions. 
That's all the Difference. 

Mr. B. Is it ſo? And a very wide Difference; I 
promiſe you. In one Caſe, every thing happen'd 
that was proper to convince. the World of the 
Truth of the Reſurrection; in the other, the E- 
vent manifeſted the Cheat; and upon the View of 
theſe Circumſtances, you think it ſufficient to ſay, 
with great Coolneſs, That's all the Difference. 
Why, what Difference do you expect between 
Truth and Falſhood ? What Diſtinttion —- 

Judge. Gentlemen, you forget that you are in a 
Court, and are falling into Dialogue. Courts 
3 don't allow of Chit- chat. Look ye, the Evidence 
1 of the Reſurrection of Jeſus is before the Court, 
L recorded by Matthew, Mark, and others. You 
mult take it as it is; you can neither make it bet- 
ter nor worſe. Theſe Witneſſes are accuſed of 


b giving falſe Evidence. Come to the Point; and 
N let us hear what you have to _ to prove the 
7 Accuſation. 


Mr. B. 
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Mr. B. Is it your Meaning, Sir, that the Ob- 


jections ſhould be ſtated and argued all together, 


and that the Anſwer ſhould be to the whole at 
once? Or would you have the Objections argued 
ſingly, and anſwered ſeparately by themſelves? 


Judge. I think this Court may diſpenſe with the 
ſtrict Forms of legal Proceedings, and therefore 1 


leave this to the Choice of the Jury. 


After the Fury had conſulted to geſher, the Foreman 
roſe up. 


The Foreman of the Fury. 
the Objections argued and anſwered ſeparately. 
We ſhall be better able to form a Judgment by 
hearing the Anſwer, while the Objection 1s freſh 
in our Minds. 

Judge. Gentlemen, You hear the Opinion of 
the Jury. Go on. | 

Mr. A. I am now to diſcloſe to you a Scene, of 
all others the moſt ſurprizing. * The Reſurre- 
& Etion has been long talked of, and to the Amaze- 
© ment of every one who can think freely, has 
& becn believed thro' all Ages of the Church ”. 
This general and conſtant Belicf creates in moſt 


Minds a Preſumption that it was founded on good 


Evidence. In other Caſes the Evidence ſupports 
the Credit of the Hiſtory z but here the Evidence 
itſelf is preſum'd only upon the Credit which the 
Story has gain'd. T I wiſh the Books diſperſed 


* Sixth Diſcourſe, p. 17. 
+ Ibid. p. 4. | 


againſt 


We deſire to hear 
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againſt Jeſus by the ancient Jews had not been loſt ; 
for they would have given us a clear Inſight into 
this Contrivance. But 'tis happy for us, that the 
very Account given by the pretended Witneſſes 
of this Fact is ſufficient to deſtroy the Credit of 
It. ; | | | 
The Reſurrection was not a thing contrived for 
its own Sake. No! It was undertaken to ſupport 
great Views, and for the Sake of great Conſequen- 
ces that were to attend it. It will be neceſſary 
therefore to lay before you thoſe Views, that you 


may the better judge of this Part of the Contri- 
vance, when you haye the whole Scene before 


you. 
The Jews were a weak ſuperſtitious People, 


and, as is common among ſuch People, gave great 


Credit to ſome traditionary Prophecies abour their 
own Country. They had beſides, ſome old Books 
among em, which they eſteemed to be Writings 
of certain Prophets, who had formerly lived among 
them, and whoſe Memory they had in great Ve- 
neration. From ſuch old Books and Traditions 
they formed many extravagant Expectations; and 


among the reſt one was, That ſome time or other 


a great victorious Prince ſhould riſe among them, 
and ſubdue all their Enemies, and make*em Lords of 
the World. * In Auguſtus's Time they were in a 
low State, reduced under the Roman Yoke; and 
as they never wanted a Deliverer more, ſo the Ea- 
gerneſs of this Hope, as it happens to weak Minds, 


turned into a firm Expectation that he would ſoon 


come. This proved a Temptation to ſome bold, 


* See Scheme of Li teral Prophecy, p. 26. | 
and 
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and to ſome cunning Men, to perſonate the Prince 


ſo much expected; and * © nothing is more natu- 
© ral and common to promote Rebellions, than to 
* ground them on new Prophecies, or new Inter- 


“e pretations of old ones: Prophecies being ſuired 


cc to the vulgar Superflation, and operating with 
the Force of Religion.” Accordingly many 
ſuch Impoſtors roſe, pretending to be the victori- 
ous Prince expected and they and the People who 
followed them periſhed in the Folly of their At- 
tempt. 

But Jeſus, knowing that Victori ies and Triumphs 
are not things to be counterfeited; that the Peo- 
ple were not to be delivered from the Roman V oke 


by Sleight of hand; and having no Hope of being 


able to cope with the Emperor of Rome in good 


earneſt, took another and more ſucceſsful Method 


to carry on his Deſign. He took upon him to be 
the Prince foretold in the ancient Prophets; but 


then he inſiſted that the true Senſe of the Prophe- 


cies had been miſtaken; that they related not to 
the Kingdoms of this World, but to the King- 
dom of Heaven; that the Meſſias was not to be a 
conquering Prince, but a ſuffering one; that he 
was not to come with Horſes of War, and Cha- 
riots of War, but was to be meek and lowly, and 
riding on an Aſs. By this means he got the com- 
mon and neceſſary Foundation for a new Revela- 
tion, which 1s to be built and founded on a prece- 
dent Revelation. T 


* Scheme of Literal Prophecy, p. 27. 
+ See Diſcourſe of the Grounds, &c. Ch. iv. 
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* o carry on this Deſign, he made Choice of 
Tweke Men of no Fortunes or Education, and of 
ſuch Underſtandings as gave no Jealouſy that they 
would diſcover the Plot. And what is moſt won- _ 
derful, and ſhews their Ability; ; whilſt the Maſter 
was preaching the Kingdom of. Heaven, theſe 


poor Men, not weaned from the Prejudices of their 


Country, expected every Day that he would de- 
clare himſelf a King, and were quarrelling who 
ſhould be his firſt Miniſter. This Expectation had 
a good Effect on the Service, for it kept me con- 
ſtant to their Maſter. | 
I muſt obſerve farther, that the * were un- 
der ſtrange Apprehenſions of ſupernatural Powers; 


and as their own Religion was founded on the Be- 


lief pf certain Miracles, ſaid to be wrought by their 
Lawgiver, Moſes; ſo were they ever running after 
Wonders and Miracles, and ready to take up with 


any Stories of this Kind. Now as ſomething ex- 
traordinary was neceſſary to ſupport the Pretenſi- 
ons of Jeſus, he dextrouſly laid hold on this Weak- 
neſs of the People; and ſet up to be a, Wonder- 
Worker. His Diſciples were well qualified to re- 
ceiye this Impreſſion; they ſaw, or thought they 
ſaw, many ſtrange things, and were able to ſpread 
the Fame and Report of them abroad. 


This Conduct had the deſired Gnccels: "THe 


whole Country was alarmed, and full of the News 


of a great Prophet's being come among them. 
They were too full of their own Imagination, to 


attend to the Notion of a Kingdom of Heaven: 


Here was one mighty in Decd and in Word; and 


they concluded, he was the very Prince their Na- 
a * tion 


tion expected. Accordingly they once attempted 

to ſet him up for a King; and at another time at- 
tended him in Triumph to Jeruſalem. This natu= ©? 
ral Conſequence opens the natural Deſign of the {| 
Attempt. If things had gone on ſucceſsfully to 
the End, tis probable the Kingdom of Heaven 
would have been changed into a Kingdom of this 
World. The Deſign indeed failed, by the Impa- 
tience and Oyer-hafſtineſs of the Multitude, which 
alarmed not only the Chief of the Jews, but the 
Roman Governor alſo. 

The Caſe being come to this Point, and Jeſus 
ſeeing that he could not eſcape being put to Death; 
he declared, that the ancient Prophets had fore 
told that the Meſfias ſhould dye upon a Croſs, and 
that he ſhould riſe again on the third Day. Here 
was the Foundation laid for the continuing this 
Plot; which otherwiſe had died with its Author. 
This was his Legacy to his Followers; which ha- 
ving been well managed by them and their Suc- 
ceſſors, has at laſt produced a Kingdom indeed; a 
Kingdom of Prieſts, who have governed the World 
for many Ages, and have been ſtrong enough to 
ſet Kings and Emperors at Defiance. But ſo it 
happens, the ancient Prophets appealed to are ſtill 
extant; and there being no ſuch Prophecies of the 

Death and Reſurrection of the Meſſias, they are a 
ſtanding Evidence againſt this Story. As he ex- 
pected, fo it happened, that he died on a Croſs. 
And the proſecuting of this Contrivance was left 
to the Management of his Diſciples and Followers. 
Their! Part i is next to be conſider d. ; 


e. B, 


eee 


„ [9] 
Mr. B. My Lord, Since it is your Opinion 
that the Objection ſhould be conſidered ſingly, 
and the Gentleman has carried his Scheme down 
to the Death of Chriſt, I think he is come to a 
properReſt; and that it is agreeable to your Inten- 


tion, that I ſhould be admitted to anſwer. 


Fudge. You ſay right, Sir. Let us hear what 
you anſwer to this Charge. 

Mr. B. My Lord, I was unwilling to diſturb 
the Gentleman by breaking in upon his Scheme; 
otherwiſe I ſhould have reminded him, that this 


Court ſits to examine Evidence, and not to be en- 


tertained with fine Imaginations. You have had 
a Scheme laid before you, but not one bit of Evi- 
dence to ſupport any Part of it; no, not ſo much 
as a Pretence to any Evidence. The Gentleman, 
I remember, was very ſorry that the old Books of 
the Jes were loft, which wou'd, as he ſuppoſes, 
have ſet forth all this Matter; and I agree with 
him, that he has much Reaſon to be ſorry, conſi- 
dering his great Scarcity of Proof. And ſince I 
have mention'd this, that I may not be to return 
to it again, I would ask the Gentleman now, How 
he knows there ever were ſuch Books? And ſince 


if ever there were any, they are loſt, How he 


knows what they contained ? I doubt I ſhall have 
frequent Occaſion to ask ſuch Queſtions. It 
wou'd indeed be a ſufficient Anſwer to the whole, 
to repeat the ſeveral Suppoſitions that have been 


made, and to call for the Evidence upon which 


they ſtand. This wou'd plainly diſcover every 
Part of the Story to be mere Fiction. But ſince 
the Gentleman ſeems to have endeayour'd to bring 
— C4 under 
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under one View, the many Inſinuations which 


have of late been ſpread abroad by different Hands, 
and to work the whole into a conſiſtent Scheme; 
Lill, if your Patience ſhall permit, examine this 


Plot, nd ſee to whom the Honour of the Con- 
trivance belongs. | 

Fhe Gentleman begins with expreſſing his, ( A- 
c mazement, that the Reſurrection has hm be- 
„ Heved in all Ages of the Church”. If you ask 
him, Why? he muſt anſwer, Becauſe the Account 
of it is a Forgery: For 'tis no Amazement to him 
ſurely, that a true Account ſhould be generally 
well received. So that this Remark proceeds in- 
deed from Confidence rather than Amazement ; 
and comes only to this, that he is ſure there was no 
Reſurrection: And I am ſure this is no Evidence 


that there was none. Whether he is miſtaken in 


his Confidence, or 1 in mine, the Court muſt 
* 


ral Belief of the Reſurrection creates a Preſumpti- 
on that it ſtands upon good Evidence, and there- 
fore People look no farther, but follow their Fa- 
thers, as their Fathers did their Grandfathers be- 
fore them, is in great meaſure true; but it is a 
Truth nothing to his Purpoſe. He allows that 
the Reſurrection has been believed in all Ages of 
the Church; that is, from the very Time of the 
Reſurrection: What then prevailed with thoſe 
who firſt receiv'd it? They certainly did not fol- 
low the Example of their Fathers. Here then is 
the Point, How did this Fact gain Credit in the 
World at firſt? Credit it has gained, withour 
| doubt. 


'The r s Obſervation, That the gene- : 
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doubt. If the Multitude at preſent go into this 
Belief thro Prejudice, Example, and for Compa- 
ny ſake, they do in this Caſe no more, nor other” 
wiſe, than they do in all Caſes. And it cannot be 
denied, but that Truth may be receiv d thro? Pre- 
judice (as it is call'd) i. e. without examining the 
Proof or Merits of the Cauſe, as well as Falſhood. 
W hat general Truth is there, the Merits of which all 
the World, or the hundredth Part, has examin'd? 
It is ſmartly ſaid ſomewhere, . That the Prieſt only 
continues what the Nurſe began: But. the Life of 
the Remark conſiſts in the Quaintneſs of the An- 
titheſis between the Nurſe and the Prieſt; and owes 
its Support much more to Sound than to Senſe. 
For is it poſſible that Children ſhould not hear 
ſomething of the common and popular Opinions 


of their Country, whether thoſe Opinions be true 


or falſe? Do they not learn the common Maxims 
of Reaſon this way ? Perhaps every Man firſt 
learnt from his Nurſe, that two and two. make 
four; and whenever ſhe divides an Apple among 
her Children, ſhe inſtils into them this Prejudice, 
That the Whole is equal to its Parts, and all the 
Parts equal to the Whole; and yet Sir //aac Neu- 
zon, (ſhame on him) what Work has he made, 
what a Building has he erected upon the Founda- 
tion of this Nurſery-Learning? As to Religion, 
there never was a Religion, there never will be 
one, whether true or falſe, publickly owned in 
any Country, but Children have heard, and ever 
will hear, more or leſs of it from thoſe who are 
placed about them. And if this is, and ever muſt 
be the Caſe, whether the Religion be true or falſe; 

'tis 
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tis highly abſurd to lay Streſs on this Obſervation, 

when the Queſtion is about the Truth of any Re- 

ligion; for the Obſervation is indifferent to both 
ſides of the Queſtion. 

We are now, I think, got thro” the Commons 
place Learning, which mult for ever, it ſeems, at- 
tend upon Queſtions of this Nature; and are co- 
ming to the very Merits of the Cauſe. 

Andhere,theGentleman on the other {ide thought 
proper to begin with an Account of the People of 
the Jews: The People in whoſe Country the Fact 
is laid, and who were originally, and in ſome re- 
ſpecs principally concerned in its Conſequences. 

They were, he ſays, a weak ſuperſtitious Peo- 
ple, and lived under the Influence of certain 
pretended Prophecies and Predictions; that upon 
this Ground they had ſome time before the Appear- 
ance of Chriſt Jeſus, conceived great Expectati- 
ons of the coming of a victorious Prince, who 
ſhould deliver them from the Roman Yoke, and 
make them all Kings and Princes. He goes on 
then to obſerve, how liable the People were, in 
this State of Things, to be impoſed on, and led in- 
to Rebellion, by any one who was bold enough to 
take upon him to perſonate the Prince expected. 
He obſerves further, that in Fact many ſuch Im- 
poſtors did ariſe, and deceived Multitudes to their 
Ruin and Deſtruction. 

I have laid theſe things together, becauſe I 10 
not intend to diſpute theſe Matters with the Gen- 
tleman. Whether the Jews were a weak and 
ſuperſtitious People, and influenc'd by falſe Pro- 


phecies, or whether they had true Prophecies 
among 
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1 them, is not material to the preſent Queſti- 
It is enough for the Gentleman's Argument, 
if I allow the Fact to be as he has ſtated it; that 
they did expect a victorious Prince, that they 
were upon this Account expoſed to be practiſed 
on by Pretenders; z and i in Fact Were often ſo delu- 
ded; © | 
This Foundation being laid, it was natural to 
expect, and I believe your Lordſhip, and every 
one preſent did expect, that the Gentleman would 
go on to ſhew, that Jeſus laid hold of this Oppor- 
tunity, ſtruck in with the Opinion of the People, 
and profeſs d himſelf to be the Prince who was to 
work their Deliverance. But ſo far, it ſeems, is 


this from being the Caſe, that the Charge upon 


Jeſus is, that he took the contrary Part, and ſet 
up in Oppoſition to all the popular Notions and 


Prejudices of his Country: That he interpreted 
the Prophecies to another Senſe and Meaning than 
his Countrymen did; and by his Expoſitions took 
away all Hopes of their ever ſeeing” the victorious 
Deliverer ſo much wanted and expected. 


I know not how to bring the Gentleman's Pre- 


Ae and his Concluſion to any Agreement; they 


ſeem to be at a great variance at preſent. If it 


be the likelieſt Method for an Impoſtor to ſucceed, 


to build on the popular Opinions, Prejudices and 
Prophecies of the People; then ſurely an Impoſtor 
cannot poſſibly take a worſe Method than to ſet 


up in Oppoſition to all the Prejudices and Prophe- 
cies of the Country. Where was the Art and 
Cunning then of taking this Method? Cou'd any 
| —_ be expected from it, but Hatred, Contempr, 


and 
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and Perſecution? And did Chriſt in ract meet with 
any other Treatment from the Jews? And yet when 
he found, as the Gentleman allows he did, that he 
muſt periſh in this Attempt, did he change his 
Note? Did he come about, and drop any Intimati- 
ons agreeable to the Notions of the People? It is 
not pretended. This, which in any other Caſe, 
which ever happened, would be taken to be a 
plain Mark of great Honeſty, or great Stupidity, 
or of both, is in the Fr Cale 0 . | 
and Contrivance. 

But it ſeems, Jeſus Jon not ſet up to be Gd 
vary 4 Prince expected, for Victories are not 
to be counterfeited, I hope it was no Crime in 
him that he did not afſume- this falſe Character, 
and try to abuſe the Credulity of the People: If 
he had done ſo, it certainly wou'd have been a 
Crime; and therefore in this Point at leaſt he is 
innocent. I do not ſuppoſe, the Gentleman ima- 
Zines that the cus were well founded in their Ex- 

pectation of a Temporal Prinee; and therefore 
when Chriſt oppoſed this Conceit at the manifeſt 
hazard of bis Life; as he certainly had Truth on 
his fide, fo the Preſumption is, that it was for the 
fake of Truth that he expoſed himſelf... 

No; he wanted, we are told; the Common anil 
Feen Foundation for a new Revelation, the 
Authority of an old one to build on. Very well; 
J will not enquire how common or how neceſſary 
this Foundation is to a new Revelation; for be that 
Caſe as it will, it is evident that in the Method 
Chriſt took, he had not, nor cou'd have the ſuppoſed 
Advantage of ſuch F oundation. For why is. this 

Fe ouns 
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a oundation neceſſary? A Friend of the Gentle- 
man's ſhall tell you. © Becauſe & it muſt be diffi- 


& cult, if not impoſſible, to introduce aniong Men 
cc (who in all civilized Countries are bred u up in 


e the Belief of ſome revealed Religion) a revealed 


“Religion wholly new, or ſuch as has no Reſe- 


« rence to a preceding one; for that would be to 


% combat all Men on too many Reſpects, and not 
to proceed on a ſufficient number of Principles 
&« neceſſary to be aſſented to by thoſe, on whom the 
« firſt Impreſſions of a new Religion are propoſed 
« to be made.” You ſee now the Reaſon of the 
Neceſſity of this Foundation; it is that the new 
Teacher may have the Advantage of old popular 
Opinions, and fix himſelf upon the Prejudices of 
the People. Had Chriſt any ſuch Advantages, or 
did he ſeek any ſuch? The People expected a victo- 
rious Prince; he told them they were miſtaken: 
They held as ſacred the Traditions of the Elders; 
he told them thoſe Traditions made the Law of 
God of none Effect: They valued themſelves for 
being the peculiar People of God; he told them, 


that People from all Quarters of the World ſhould 


be the People of God, and fit down with Ara- 
ham, Iſaac, and Jacob, in the Kingdom: They 
thought God could be worſhipped only at Feru/a- 
lem; he told them God might and ſhould be wor-' 
ſhipped every where: They were ſuperſtitious in 
the Obſervance of the Sabbath; he, according to 
their Reckoning, broke it frequently: In a word, 
their Waſhings of Hands and Pots, their peri- 


 *® Diſcourſe of the Greands, p. 24. 
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tious Dillinctions of Meats, their Prayers in pub- 
leb. cheir Villanies in ſecret, were all reproveds 

expoſed, and condemned by him; and the Cry ran 
ſrongly againſt him, that he came to deſtroy the 
Law and the Prophets. And now, Sir, what Ad- 
Vantage had Chriſt of your common and neceſſary 
Foundation? What /zff.cient. Number of Principles 
owned by the People, did he build on? If he ad- 
hered to che old Revelation in the true Senſe, or- 
(which is ſufficient to the preſent Argument) in a 
Senſe not received by the People, it was, in truth, 
the greateſt Difficulty he had to ſtruggle with. 
And therefore what could tempt him, but purely 
a Regard to Fruth, to take upon himſelf ſo many 
Difficulties, which might have been ayoided, could 
he have been but ſilent as to the old Revelation, 
and left the People to their Imaginations? 

Jo carry on this Plot, we are told, that the 
next thing which Jeſus did, was to make Choice 
of proper Perſons to be his Diſciples. The Gen- 
tleman has given us their Character; 3. but, as I ſup- 
pole he has more Employment for them, before he. 
has done, deſire to defer: the Conſideration, of 
their Abilities and Conduct, till þ hear what Work 
he has for them to do. I would only ohſerve, that 


thus far this Plot differs from all that ever L heard: 


of. Impoſtors generally take Advantage of the 
Erejudices of the People; generally too they make. 
choice of cunning dextrous Fellows to manage un- 
der them: But in this Caſe, Jeſus oppoſed all the 
Notions, 1 2 the People, and made Choice of Sim- 
pletons, it Keane to o conduet his Contrivances. 


But 
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But What Deſig n, . real End Has Catch 
on all this while? Why, the Gentleman tells us, 
rhat the very thing diſelaimed, the Tempora King- 
dom, was the real thing aimed at ue this Dif- 
guiſe. He told the People there was no Founda- 

tion to expect 4 temporal Delivers, warned thein 
againſt all who ſhould ſet up thoſe Pretenſſons: 
He declared there was no Ground from the anicietit 
Prophecics, to expett ſuch a Prince; and yet by 
theſe very Means he was working his way to ah 
Opportunity of declaring himſelf to be the ver. 
Prince the People wanted. We are ſtill upon tlie 
marvellous; every Step opens new Wonders. I 
blame not the Gentleman; for what but this cah 
be imagined, to give any Account of theſe Mea- 
ſures itnputed to Chrilt? Be this never fo unlikely, 

yet this is the only thing that can be faid. Had 
Chinn been charged with Enthuſiaſm, it would 
got have been neceſſary ro aſſigu 4 Realön for this 
Conduct: Madneſs is unacteouhrable : Ratione mo- 
Aoquè trafiari non vult. But when Defign, Cun- 
ning; and Fraud; are made the Charge, 150 car- 
ry'd to ſuch an Height, as to ſuppoſe him to be a 
Party to the Oontrivance of a ſham Reſurrection 
for himſelf; it is neceſſary to fay, to what End 
this Cunning tended. It was, we are told, to a 
Kingdom; and indeed the Temptation was little 
enough; conſidering that the chief Conductor of 
the Plot was to be crucify'd for his Pains. But 
were the Means made uſe of at all probable to at- 
tain the Efid? Ves, ſays the Gthiletanh, that canꝰt 
be diſputed; for they had really this Effect. The 
People would have made him King. Very well; 
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.4- Why was he not King then? Why, it happened 
5 | unluckily that he would not accept the Offer, but 
If withdrew himſelf from the Multitude, and lay con- 
cealed till they were diſperſed. It will be ſaid, 
perhaps, that Jeſus was a better Judge of Affairs 
than the People, and ſaw that it was not yet time 
to accept the Offer. Be it ſo, Let us ſee then 
what follows. 
The Government was alarmed, and Jeſus was 
looked on as a Perſon dangerous to the State; and 


4 he had Diſcernment enough to ſee, that his Death ? 
iſ was determined and inevitable. What does he do 
4 then? Why, to make the beſt of a bad Caſe, and 
yh to fave the Benefit of his Undertaking to thoſe who 
1 | were to ſucceed him, he pretends to propheſy of 


lik bis Death, which he knew could not be avoided: 
| And further, that he ſhould riſk again the Third 
Day. Men do not uſe to play Tricks in articulo © 
mortis; but this Plot had nothing common, no- 
thing in the ordinary way. But what if it ſhould 
Ml appear, that after the forctelling of his Death, 
1 (thro' Deſpair of his Fortunes, tis faid) he had it 
in hy Power to ſet up for King once more, and 
once more refuſed the Opportunity? Men in De- 
ſpair lay hold on the leaſt Help, and never refuſe 
the greateſt. Now the Caſe was really ſo; after 
Wi | he had foretold his Crucifixion, he came to Jeru- 

{1 ſalem in the triumphant manner the Gentleman 
| mentioned; The People ſtrew'd his Way with 
Boughs and Flowers, and were all at his Devotion: 
the Jewiſh Governors lay ſtill for fear of the Peo- 

_ ple. Why was not this Opportunity laid hold on 
to ſeize the Kingdom, or at leaſt to ſecure himſelf 

| from 
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from the ignominious Death he expected? For 
whoſe Sake was he contented to die? For whoſe 
Sake did he contrive this Plot of his Reſurrection? 
Wife and Children he had none; his neareſt Re- 


lations gave little Credit to him; his Diſciples 
were not fit even to be truſted with the Secret, 


nor capable to manage any Advantage that cou'd 


ariſe from it. However, the Gentleman tells us, a 


Kingdom has ariſen out of this Plot, a Kingdom 


of Prieſts. But when did it ariſe? Some hundred 


Years after the Death of Chriſt, in Oppoſition to 
his Will, and almoſt to the Subverſion of his Re- 


ligion. And yet, we are told, this Kingdom was 
the thing he had in view. I am apt to think the 
Gentleman is perſuaded, that the Dominion he 
complains of is contrary to the Spirit of the Go- 
ſpel; Tam ſure ſome of his Friends have taken great 
Pains to prove it ſo. How then can it be charged 
as the Intention of the Goſpel to introduce it? 
Whatever the Caſe was, it cannot ſurely be ſuſ- 


pected, that Chriſt died to make Popes and Car- 


dinals. The Alterations which have happened in 
the Doctrines and Practices of Churches, ſince the 
Chriſtian Religion was ſettled by thoſe who had an 
authentick Commiſſion to ſettle it, are quite out 


of the Queſtion, when the Enquiry is about the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion. Chriſt and his 


Apoſtles did not vouch for the Truth of all that 


ſhou'd be taught in the Church in future Times. 
Nay, they foretold and forewarned the World 


_ againſt ſuch corrupt Teachers. Tis therefore 


abſurd to challenge the Religion of Chriſt, be- 


cauſe of the Corruptions which have ſpread a- 


mong 
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mong' Chriſtians. — Goſpel has no more Con- 
cern with them, and ought no more to be charged 
with them, than with the Doctrines of the Alco- 


which the Gentleman made under this Head. Je- 


ſus, he ſays, referred to the Authority of ancient 


Prophecies to prove that the Meſſias was to die 
and riſe again: The ancient Books referred to are 


extant, and no ſuch Prophecies, he ſays, are to 


be found. Now whether the Gentleman can find 


_ theſe Prophecies, or no, is not material to the 


preſent Queſtion. It is allowed, that Chriſt fore- 
told his own Death and. Reſurrection; if the Re- 
ſurrection was managed by Fraud, Chriſt was eer- 
tainly in the Fraud himſelf, by foretelling the 


Fraud that was to happen: Diſprove therefore the 


Reſurrection, and we ſhall have no farther Occa- 


ſion for Prophecy. On the other ſide; by fore- 
telling the Reſurrection, he certainly put rhe 
Proof of his Miſſion on the Truth of the Event. 
Whether it be the Character of the Meſſias, in 
the ancient Prophets or no, that he ſhould die and 
riſe again; without doubt Jeſus is not the Meſſi- 
as, if he did not riſe again. 


For by his own Pro- 
phecy he made it part of the Character of the 
Meſſias. If the Event juſtified the Prediction, it 
is ſuch an Evidence as no Man of Senſe and Rea- 
ſon can reject. One would naturally think, that 


the foretelling his Reſurrection, and giving ſuch 


publick Notice to expect it, that his keeneſt Ene- 


mies were fully apprized of it, carried with it the 
greateſt Mark of ſincere dealing. It ſtands thus 


far 


There is but one Obſervation more, I think, 
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far clear of the Suſpicion of Fraud; and had it pro- 
ceeded from Enthuſiaſm, and an heated Imagina- 
tion, the dead Body at leaſt would have reſted 
in the Grave, and without further Evidence have 
confuted ſuch Pretenſions. And ſince the dead 
Body was not only carried openly to the Grave, 
but there watched and guarded, and yet could ne- 
ver afterwards be found, never heard of more, as 
a dead Body; there muſt of neceſſity have been 
either a real Miracle, or a great Fraud in this 
Caſe. Enthuſiaſm dies with the Man, and has no 


Operation on his dead Body. There is therefore 


here no Medium; you muſt either admit the M- 
racle, or prove the Fraud. 

Judge. Mr. A. You are at Liberty either to 
reply to what has been ſaid under this Head, or to 
go on with your Cauſe. 

Mr. A. My Lord, the Oblkrvations J laid be- 
fore you, were but irodudery to the main Evi- 
dences on which the Merits of the Cauſe muſt 
reſt. The Gentleman concluded, that here muſt 
be a real Miracle, or a great Fraud; a Fraud, he 
means, to which Jeſus in his Life- time was a Party. 
There is, he ſays, no Medium: I beg his Pardon: 
Why might it not be an Enthuſiaſm in the Maſter 
which occaſioned the Prediction, and Fraud in the 
Servants who put it in Execution? 

Mr. B. My Lord, This is new Matter, and 
not a Reply: The Gentleman opened this Tranſ- 
action as a Fraud from one end to the other. Now 
he ſuppoſes Chriſt to have been an honeſt, poor 
n as and the . only to be Cheats. b 


— 5 Judge. 
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Judge. Sir, If you go to new Matter, the 
Council on the other ſide muſt be admitted to 


anſwer. 


Mr. 4. My Lord, I have no ſuch Intention. 
I vas obſerving, that the Account I gave of Je- 
ſus was only to introduce the Evidence that is to 
be laid before the Court. It cannot be expected 


that I ſhould know all the ſecret Deſigns of this 


Contrivance; eſpecially conſidering that we have: 
but ſhort Accounts of this Affair, and thoſe too 
conveyed to us thro' Hands of Friends and Parties 
to the Plot. In ſuch a Caſe, it is enough if we 
can imagine what the Views probably were. And 
in ſuch Caſe too, it muſt be very eaſy for a Gen- 


tleman of Parts to raiſe contrary Imaginations, and 


to argue plauſibly from them. But the Gentle- 
man has rightly obſerved, that if the Reſurrection 


be a Fraud, there is an End of all Pretenſions, 
good or bad, that were to be ſupported by it. 


Therefore I ſhall go on to prove this Fraud, which 


is one main Part of the Cauſe now to be determi- 


ned. 
I beg Leave to remind you, that Jeſus, in his 


Life-time, foretold his Death, and that he ſhould 


riſe again the third Day. The firſt Part of his 
Prediction was accompliſhed ; he died upon the 


Croſs, and was buried. I will not trouble you 


with the Particulars of his Crucifixion, Death, 
and Burial. Tis a well known Story. 


Mr. B. My Lord, I deſire to know whether 


the Gentleman charges any Fraud upon this Part 


of the Hiſtory; perhaps he may be of Opinion. 


by and by, that there was a Sleight of Hand in 
= the 
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| Y Crucifixion, and rhat Chriſt only counterfeit- | 
ed Death. 

Mr. A. No, no; have no ſuch Fears: he was 
not crucify'd by his Diſciples, but by the Romans 
and the Fewsz and they were in very good earneſt+ 
I will prove beyond Contradiction, that the dead 
Body was fairly laid in the Tomb, and the Tomb 
ſealed up; and it will be well for you, if you can 
get it as fairly out again. 

Judge. Go on with your Evidence. 

Mr. 4. My Lord, the Crucifixion being over, 
the dead Body was comeyed to a Sepulchre; and, 
in the general Opinion, there ſeem'd to be an End 
of the whole Deſign. Bur the Governors of the 
Jews, watchful for the Safety of the People, cal- 
led to mind, that Jeſus in his Life-time had ſaid, 
that he would riſe again on the third Day. It may 
at firſt ſight ſeem ſtrange, that they ſhould give 
any Attention to ſuch a Prophecy; a Prophecy big 
with Confidence and Preſumption, and which, to 
the common Senſe of Mankind, carried its Confu- 
tation along with it. And © there's no other 
% Nation in the World, which would not have 
* {lighted ſuch a vain Prognoſtication of a known 
« Impoſtor.” But they had warning to be 
watchful. It was not long before, that the People 
ce had like to have been fatally deluded, and im- 
cc poſed on by him, in the pretended Reſuſcitati- 
«© on of Lazarus.” They had fully diſcovered the 
Cheat in the Caſe of Lazarus, and had narrowly 
eſcaped the dangerous Conſequences of it. And 
tho? Jeſus was dead, yet he had many Diſciples and 
F dne wer Alive, who were Oy enough to com- 
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bine in any Fraud to verify the Prediction of their 
Maſter. Should they ſucceed, the Rulers fore- 


ſaw the Conſequences in this Caſe would be more 


fatal, than thoſe which before they had narrowly 
eſcaped. Upon this Account they addreſſed them- 
| ſelves to the Roman Governor; told him how the 


Caſe was; and deſired that he would grant them a 


Guard to watch the Sepulchre; that the Service 


would not be long, for the Prediction limited the 
Reſurrection to the third Day; and when that was 
over, the Soldiers might be releaſed from the Du- 
ty. Pilate granted the Requeſt; and a Guard was 
ſet to watch the Sepulchre. 

This was not all. The Chief Prieſts took ano- 
ther Method to prevent all Frauds, and it was the 
beſt that could poſſibly be taken; which was to 


ſeal up the Door of the Sepulchre. To under- 


ſtand to what Purpoſe this Caution was ufed, you 
need only conſider what is intended by ſealing up 
Doors, and Boxes, or Writings. Is it not for the 
Satisfaction of all Parties concerned, that they may 


be ſure things are in the State they left them, when 


they come and find their Seals not injured? This 
was the Method uſed by Darius, when Da- 


ne! was caſt into the Lion's Den; he ſealed the 


Door of the Den. And for what pets ? Was 


it not to ſatisfy himſelf and his Court, that no Art 
had been uſed to preſerve Daniel? And when he 


came and faw Daniel ſafe, and his own Seal un- 
touch'd, he was fatisfy'd. And indeed if we con- 


ſider the thing rightly, a Seal thus uſed imports a , 


Covenant: If you deliver Writings to a Perſon 


ſealed, and he accepts them lo, your Delivery and 


+ his 
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his Acceptance, implies a Covenant between you, 
that the Writings ſhall be deliver'd, and the Seal 
whole. And ſhould the Seal be broken, it would 
be a manifeſt Fraud and Breach of Truft. Nay, 
ſo ſtrongly is this Covenant implied, that there 
needs no ſpecial Agreement in the Caſe. Tis a 
Compact which Men are put under by the Law of 
Nations, and the common Conſent of Mankind. 

When you ſend a Letter ſealed to the Poſt-houſe, 
you have not indeed a ſpecial Agreement with all 
Perſons thro' whoſe Hands it paſſes, that it ſhall 
not be opened by any Hand, but his only to whom 
it is directed: Yet Men kw themſelves to be 
under this Reſtraint, and that it is unlawful and diſ- 
honourable to tranſgreſs it. 

Since then the Sepulchre was ſealed; fince the 
Seal imported a Covenant, conſider who were the 
Parties to this Covenant. They could be no other 
than the chief Prieſts on one Side, the Apoſtles 
on the other. To prove this, no ſpecial Agreement 
need be ſhewn. On one fide, there was a Con- 
cern to ſee the Prediction fulfilled ; on the other, 
to prevent Fraud in fulfilling it. The Sum of their 
Agreement was naturally this: That the Seals 
ſhould be opened at the time appointed for the Re- 
ſurrection, that all Parties might ſee and be ſatiſ- 
fied, whether the dead Body was come to Life, 
or no. N 

What now would any reaſonable Man expect 
from theſe Circumſtances? Don't you expect to 
hear that the chief Prieſts and the Apoſtles met at 
the time appointed, opened the Seals, and that 
the Matter in diſpute was ſettled beyond all Con- 

E 2 troverſy 


LEE. 
troverſy one way or other? But ſee how it hap- 
pen'd. The Seals were broken, the Body ſtolen 


away in the Night by the Diſciples; none of the 


chief Prieſts preſent, or ſummon'd to ſee the Seals 
open'd. The Guards, when examin'd, were forc'd 
to confeſs the Truth, tho' joined with an Acknow- 


ledgment of their Guilt, which made them liable 


to be puniſh'd by Pilate; they confeſſed that they 
were aſleep, and in the mean time that the Body 
was ſtolen away by the Diſciples. 


ere e the 


far ſtronger Evidence ariſing from the clandeſtine 
Manner of breaking up the Seals, are ſufficient 
Proofs of Fraud. 
But there is another Circumſtance in the Caſe of 
equal Weight. Tho' the Seals did not prevent 
the Cheat entirely, yet they effectually falſified the 
Prediction. According to the Prediction, Jeſus was 
to riſe on the third Day, or after the third Day. 
At this Time the chief Prieſts intended to be pre- 
ſent, and probably would have been attended by a 
great Multitude. This made it impoſſible to play 


any Tricks at that time, and therefore the Apoſtles 


were forced to haſten the Plot; and accordingly 


the Reſurrection happened a Day before its time. 


For the Body was buried on the Friday, and was 
gone early in the Morning on Sunday. 

Theſe are plain Facts; Facts drawn from the 
Accounts given us by thoſe who are Friends to the 
Belief of the Reſurrection. The Gentleman won't 
call theſe Imaginations, or complain that I have 
given him Schemes initead of Evidence. 


Mr. B. 
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Mr. B. My Lord, I am now to conſider that 
Part of the Argument upon which the Gentleman 
lays the greateſt Streſs. He has given us his Evi- 
dence; mere Evidence, he ſays, unmixed and clear 
of all Schemes and Imaginations. In one thing 


indeed he has been as good as his word; he has 


proved beyond Contradiction, that Chriſt died, 
and was laid in the Sepulchre; for with out doubt 
when the Jews ſealed the Stone, they took care to 
ſee that the Body was there; otherwiſe their Pre- 
caution was uſeleſs. He has proved roo, that the 
Prediction of Chriſt concerning his own Reſurre- 
ction, was a thing publickly known in all Feruſa- 
lem; for he o wns that this gave Occaſion for all 
the Care that was taken to prevent Fraud. If this 
open Prediction implies a fraudulent Deſign, the 
Evidence is ſtrong with the Gentleman; bur if it 
ſhall appear to be, what it really was, the greateſt 
Mark that could be given of Sincerity and plain 
Dealing in the whole Affair, the Evidence will be 
ſtill as ſtrong, but the Weight of it will fall on 
the wrong ſide for the Gentleman's Furpoſe. 

In the next place, the Gentleman ſeems to be 
at a great Loſs to account for the Credit which 
the chief Prieſts gave to the Prediction of the Re- 
ſurrection, by the Care they took to prevent it. 
He thinks the Thing in itſelf was too cxtravagant 
and abſurd to deſerve any Regard; and that no one 
would have regarded ſuch a Prediction in any other 
Time or Place. I agree with the Gentleman en- 
tirely : But then I demand of him a Reaſon why 
the chief Prieſts were under any Concern about this 
Prediction: Was it becauſe they had plainly diſco- 
vered 


[38] 

vered him to be a Cheat and an Impoſtor? Tis 
impoſſible. This Reaſon would have convinced 
them of the Folly and Preſumption of the Pre- 
diction. It muſt therefore neceſſarily be, that 
they had diſcovered ſomething in the Life and 
Actions of Chriſt, which raiſed this Jealouſy, and 
made them liſten to a Prophecy in his Caſe, which 
in any other Caſe they would have deſpiſed. And 
what could this be but the ſecret Conviction they 


were under by his many Miracles of his extraor- 


dinary Powers? This Care therefore of the chief 
Prieſts over his dead, helpleſs Body, is a laſting 
Teſtimony of the mighty Works which Jeſus did 


in his Life-time. For had the Jews been perſua- 


ded that he performed no Wonders in his Life, I 


think they wou'd not have been afraid of ſeeing 


any done by him after his Death. 


But the Gentleman is of another mind. He ſays 


they had diſcovered a plain Cheat in the Caſe of 
Lazarus, whom Chriſt had pretended to raiſe from 
the Dcad; and therefore they took all this Care to 
guard againſt a like Cheat. 


I begin now to want Evidence; I am forbid to 
call this Imagination 3 What elſe to call it, I know 


not. 'There 1s not the leaſt Intimation given from 
Hiſtory, that there was any Cheat in the Caſe of 
Lazarns, or that any one ſuſpected a Cheat. La- 
Zarus lived in the Country after he was raiſed from 
the Dead; and tho” his Life was ſecretly and baſe- 
ly ſought after, yet no body had the Courage to 
call him to a Tryal for his part of the Cheat. It 
may be ſaid perhaps the Rulers were terrify'd. 


very] well : But they were not terrify'd when they 
had 


ME 

had Chriſt in their Poſſeſſion, when they broughr 
him to a Tryal ; why did they not then object 
this Cheat to Chriſt? It would have been much to 


their Purpoſe. Inſtead of that, they accuſe him 


of a Deſign to pull down their Temple, to deſtroy 
their Law, and of Blaſphemy ; but not one word 
of any Fraud in the Cale of Lazarus, or any other 
Caſe. 

But not to enter into the Merits of this Cauſe, 
which has in it too many Circumſtances for your 
preſent Conſideration; let us take the Caſe to be 


as the Gentleman ſtares it, That the Cheat, in the 


Caſe of Lazarus, was detected. What Conſe- 
quence 1s to be expected? In all other Caſes, Im- 
poſtors, once diſcovered, grow odious and con- 
temptible, and quite incapable of doing further 
Miſchief: So little are they regarded, that even 
when they tell the Truth, they are neglected. Was 
it ſo in this Cafe? No, ſays the Gentleman, the 
Jets were the more careful that Chriſt ſhou'd not 
cheat them in his own Reſurrection. Surely this 
is a moſt ſingular Caſe : When the People thought 
him a Prophet, the chief Prieſts ſought to kill 
him, and thought his Death would put an End to 
his Pretenſions: When they and the People had 
diſcovered him to be a Cheat, then they thought 
him not ſafe, even when he was dead, but were 
afraid he ſhould prove a true Prophet, and, accord- 
ing to his own Prediction, riſe again. A needleſs, 
a prepoſterous Fear : 

In the next place, the Gentleman tells us how 
proper the Care was that the chief Prieſts took. I 
ago POTTY with him. Human Policy cou'd not 

invent 
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invent a more proper Method to guard againſt and 
prevent all Fraud. They delivered the Sepulchre, 
with the dead Body in it, to a Company of Roman 
Soldiers, who had Orders from their Officer to 
watch the Sepulchre. Their Care went further 
ſtill, they ſealed the Door of the Sepulchre. | 

Upon this Occaſion, the Gentleman has ex- 
plained the uſe of Seals when applied to ſuch Pur- 
poſes. They imply, he ſays, a Covenant that the 


Things ſealed up ſhall remain in the Condition 


they are, till the Parties to the ſealing are agreed 
to open them. I ſee no Reaſon to enter into the 
Learning about Seals: Let it be as the Gentleman 


has opened it. What then? 


Why then, it ſeems, the Apoſtles and chief 
Prieſts were in a Covenant that there ſhould be no 


Reſurrection, at leaſt no opening of the Door, till 


they met together at an appointed Time to view 
and unſeal the Door. | 

Your Lordſhip and the Court will now conſider 
the Probability of this Suppoſition. When Chriſt 
was ſeized and carried to his Tryal, his Diſciples 
fled, and hid themſelves for fear of the Jews, out 
of a juſt Apprehenſion that they ſhou'd, if appre- 
hended, be ſacrificed with their Maſter. Peter 
indeed im, him, but his Courage ſoon failed, 
and 'tis well known in what manner he denied 
him. After the Death of Chriſt, bis Diſciples 
were ſo far from being ready to engage for his Re- 
ſurrection, or to enter into Terms and Agreements 
for the Manner in which it ſhould be done, that 
they themſelves did not believe it ever wou'd be. 


They gave over all Hopes and Thoughts of it; 
and 
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and far from entring into Engagements with the 
Chief Prieſts, their whole Concern was to keep 
themſelves concealed from them. This is a well 
known Caſe, and I will not trouble you with par- 
ticular Authorities to prove this Truth. Can any 
Man now in his right Senſes, think that the Diſ- 
ciples, under theſe Circumſtances, entred into this 
Covenant with the Jews? I believe the Gentle- 
man don't think it, and for that Reaſon ſays, that 
Seals ſo uſed import a Covenant without a ſpecial 
Agreement. Be it ſo; and it muſt then be allow- 
ed, that the Apoſtles were no more concerned in 
theſe Seals, than every other Man in the Country, 
and no more anſwerable for them; for the Cove- 
nant reached to every body as well as to them, 
ſince they were under no ſpecial Contract. 

But I beg Pardon for ſpending your time un- 
neceſſarily; when the ſimple plain Account of 
this Matter, will beſt anſwer all theſe ſcalou ſies 
and Sufpicions. The Jews, *tis plain, were ex- 
ceedingly ſollicitous about this Event. For this 
Reaſon they obtain'd a Guard from Pilate; and 
when they had, they were ſtill ſuſpicious left theit 
Guards ſhould ei them, and enter into Com- 
bination againſt them. To ſecure this Point, they 
ſealed the Door, and required of the Guards to 
deliver up the Sepulchre to them fealed as it was. 
This is the natural and true Account of the Mat- 
ter. Do but conſider it in a parallel Caſe; ſuppoſe 
a Prince ſhould ſet a Guard at the Door of his 
Treaſury ; and the Officer who placed the Guard 
ſhould ſeal the Door, and ſay to the Soldiers, you 
ſnall be anſwerable for the Seal if I find it broken ; 
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Wou'd not all the World underſtand the Seal to 


be fixed to guard againſt the Soldiers, who might, 
tho' employed to keep off others, be ready enough 


to pilfer themſelves? This is in all ſuch Caſes but 
a neceſſary Care; you may place Guards, and when 
you do, all is in their Power; Et quis cuſtodes cuſto- 
diat ipſos? 

But it ſeems, that notwithſtanding all this Care, 
the Seals were broken, and the Body gone : If 
you complain of this, Sir, demand Satisfaction of 
your Guards, they only are reſponſible for it. The 
Diſciples had no more to do in it, than you or I. 

The Guards, the Gentleman ſays, have confeſſed 


the Truth, and owned that they were aſleep, 


and that the Diſciples in the mean Time ſtole 
away the Body. I wiſh the Guards were in Court, 
I wou'd ask them, how they came to be ſo pun- 


Etual in relating what happen'd when they were 


aſleep ; wat induced them to believe that the 


Body was ſtolen at all; what, that it was ſtolen 
by the Diſciples, Gnce by their own Confeſſion 


they were aſleep, and ſaw nothing, ſaw nobody. 
But fince they are not to be had, I wou'd deſire 
to ask the Gencleman the ſame 9 z and 
whether he has any Authorities in Point, to ſhew 
that ever any Man was admitted as an Evidence in 


any Court to prove a Fact which happen'd when 


he was afleep. I ſee the Gentleman is rad ; 
Fl preſs the Matter no further. 

As this Story has no Evidence to ſupport: it, 
5 neither has it any Probability. The Gentleman 
bas given you the Character of the Diſciples, that 
0 were weak i ignorant * Men, full of the popu- 
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lar Prejudices, and Superſtitions of their Country; 


which ſtuck cloſe to them, notwithſtanding their 
long acquaintance with their Maſter. The Apo- 


ſtles are not fo much wronged in this Account. And 


is it likely that ſuch Men ſhou'd engage in ſo def 
perate a Deſign as to ſteal away the Body, in Op- 
poſition to the combined Power of the Jews and 
Romans? What cou'd tempt them to it? What good 


cou'd the dead Body do them? or if it cou'd have 


done them any, what Hope had they to ſucceed in 


their Attempt? A dead Body is not to be removed 


by fleight of Hand; it requires many Hands to 
move it. Beſides, the great Stone at the Mouth of 
the Sepulchre was to be removed; which could 
not be done ſilently, or by Men walking on tip- 
toes to prevent diſcovery; ſo that if the Guards 
had really been aſleep, yet there was no Encou- 


ragement to go on this Enterprize: for it is hardly 
poſſible to ſuppoſe, but that rolling away the 
Stone, moving the Body, the Hurry and Confu- 


ſion in carrying it off, mult awaken them. 
But ſuppoſing the thing practicable, yet the 


Attempt was ſuch as the Diſciples conſiſtently with 


their own Notions cou'd not undertake. 'The 
Gentleman ſays, they continued all their Maſter's 
Life-time to expect to ſee him a temporal Prince 
and a Friend of the Gentleman's * has obſer- 
ved, what 1s equally true, that they had the 
fame Expectation after his Death. Conſider 


now their Caſe. Their Maſter was Dead; and 


they are to contrive to ſteal away his Body, 
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For what? Did they expect to make a King of 


the dead Body, if they cou'd get it into their 
Power? Or did they think, if they had it, they 
cou'd raiſe it to Life again? If they truſted ſo far 
to their Maſter's Prediction, as to expect his Re- 
ſurrection, (which I think is evident they did not) 
cou'd they yet think the Reſurrection depended on 


their having the dead Body? It is in all Views ab- 
ſurd. But the Gentleman ſuppoſes, that they meant 


to carry on the Deſign for themſelves in their Ma- 
ſter's Name, if they cou'd but have perſuaded the 
People to believe him riſen from the Dead. But 
he does not conſider that by this Suppoſition he 


ſtrips the Diſciples of every part of their Chara- 


cter at once, and preſents to us a new Set of Men 


in every reſpect different from the former, The 


former Diſciples were plain weak Men; but theſe 
are bold, hardy, cunning, and contriving. The 
former were full of the Superſtition of their Coun- 
try, and expected a Prince from the Authority of 
their Prophets; but theſe are Deſpiſers of the Pro- 
phets, and the Notions of their Countrymen, 
and are deſigning to turn theſe Fables to their own 
Advantage: For it cannot be ſuppoſed that they 
believed the Prophets, and at the ſame time thought 
to accomplith, or defeat them, by ſo manifeſt a 
Cheat, to which they themſelyes, at leaſt, were 
conſcious. 

But let us take leave of theſe Suppoſitions, and 
ſee how the true Evidence in this Cafe ſtands. 
Guards were placed, and they did their Duty. Byt 
what are Guards aud Centinels againſt the Power 
a God! An Angel of the Lord opened the Se- 
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_ pulchre, the Guards ſaw him, and became like dead 


Men. This Account they gave to the chief Prieſts; 
who {till perſiſting in their Obſtinacy, bribed the 
Guards to tell the contradictory Story, of their 
being aſleep, and the Body ſtolen. 

I cannot but obſerve to your Lordſhip, that all 
theſe Circumſtances, ſo much queſtioned and ſu- 
ſpected, were neceſſary Circumſtances, ſuppoſing 
the Reſurrection to be true. The Seal was bro- 
ken, the Body came out of the Sepulchre, the 
Guards were placed in vain to prevent it. Be it 
ſo: I deſire to know whether the Gentleman thinks 
that the Seal put God under Covenant; or cou'd 
preſcribe to him a Method of performing this great 
Work? Or whether he thinks the Guards were 


placed to maintain the Seal, in Oppoſition to the 


Power of God? If he will maintain neither of 
theſe Points, then the opening the Seals, notwith- 
ſtanding the Guard ſet upon them, will be an Evi- 
dence, not of the Fraud, but of rhe Power of the 
Reſurrection; and the Guards will have nothing 
to anſwer for, but only this, that they were not 
ſtronger than God. The Seal was a proper Check 
upon the Guards; the Jes had no other Mean- 


ing in it; they cou'd not be ſo ſtupid, as to ima- 


gine that they could by this Contrivance diſappoint 


the Deſigns of Providence. And it is ſurprizing to 


hear theſe Circumſtances made uſe of to prove the 


Reſurrection to be a Fraud, which yet cou'd not 
but happen, ſuppoſing the Reſurrection to be true. 


But there is another Circumſtance ſtill, which 


the Gentleman reckons very material, and upon 
_— I find, great Streſs i laid, The Reſur- 
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rection happened, we are told, a Day ſooner than 
the Prediction imported. The Reaſon aſſigned for 


it is, that the Execution of the Plot at the Time 


appointed, was rendred impracticable, becauſe the 


Chief Pricits, and probably great Numbers of the 
People, were prepared to viſit the Sepulchre at 
that Time; and therefore the Diſciples were un- 
der a Neceſſity of haſtening their Plot. 
This Obſervation is entirely inconſiſtent with 
the Suppoſition upon which the Reaſoning ſtands. 
The Gentleman has all along ſuppoſed the Reſur- 
rection to have been managed by Fraud, and not 
by Violence; and indeed Violence, if there had 
been an Opportunity of uſing it, wou'd have been 
infignificant. Beating the Guards, and removing 
the dead Body by Force, wou'd have deſtroyed all 


Pretences to a Reſurrection. Now ſurely the 


Guards, ſuppoſing them not to be enow in 
Number to withſtand all Violence, were at leaſt 
ſufficient to prevent, or to diſcover Fraud. What 
Occaſion then to haſten the Plot for fear of Num- 
bers meeting at the Tomb, ſince there were Num- 
bers always preſent ſufficient to diſcover any Fraud; 

the only Method that cou'd be uſed in the Caſe? 


Suppoſe then that we cou'd not give a ſatisfa- 


Eory Account of the way of reckoning the Time 
Sow the Crucifixion to the Reſurrection; yet this 
we can ſay, That the Reſurrection happened du- 
ring the Time that the Guards had the Sepulchre 
in keeping; and 'tis impoſſible to imagine what 
Opportunity this could give to Fraud, Had the 


Time been delayed, the Guards removed, and then 
A Reſurrection pretended, it might with ſome co- 


lour 
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lour of Reaſon have been ſaid, Why did he not 
come within his Time? Why did he chuſe tocome 
after his Time, when all Witneſſes, who had pa- 
tiently expected the appointed Hour, were with- 
drawn? But now what is to be objected? You 
think he came too foon. But were not your 
Guards at the Door when he came? Did they not 
ſee what happened? And what other Satisfaction 
cou'd you- have had, ſuppoſing he had come a Day 
later? 

By ſaying of this, I do not mean to decline the 
Gentleman's Objection, which is founded upon a 
Miſtake of a way of ſpeaking, common to the 
Jews and other People; who, when they name 
any Number of Days and Years, include the firſt 
and the laſt of the Days or Years to make up 
the Sum. Chriſt, alluding to his own Reſur- 
rection, ſays, In ow Days I will raiſe it up. The 


Angels report his Prediction thus, The Son of Man 
ſfhall be crucify'd, and the third Day riſe again. Elſe- 


where it is ſaid, after three Days; and again, that 
he was to be in the Bowels of the Earth Zhree 
Days and three Nights. Theſe Expreſſions are 
equivalent to each other, for we always reckon 


the Night into the Day, when we reckon by 


ſo many Days. If you agree to do a thing ten 
Days hence, you ſtipulate for Forbearance for 
the Nights as well as Days; and therefore in 
Reckoning, two Days, and two Days and two 
Nights, are the ſame thing. That the Expreſ- 
ſion, after three Days, means incluſive Days, is 
proved by Grotius on Matt. xxvii. 63. and by 
others. The Prediction therefore was, that he 

wou'd 


81 


wou'd riſe on the third Day. Now, he was cru- 
cify'd on Friday, and buried; he lay in the Grave 
all Saturday, and roſe early on Sunday Morning. 


But the Gentleman thinks he ought not to have 
riſen till Monday. Pray try what the Uſe of com- 
mon Language requires to be underſtood in a like 
Caſe. Suppoſèe you were told, that your Friend 
ſickned on Friday, was let blood on Saturday, and 


the third Day he died; what Day wou'd you think 


he died on? If you have any Doubt about it, put 
the Queſtion to the firſt plain Man you meet, and 


he will reſolve it. The Jews cou'd have no Doubt 


in this Caſe; for ſo they practiſed in one of the 


higheſt Points of their Law. Every Male Child 


was to be circumciſed on the eighth Day. How 


did they reckon the Days? Why, the Day of the 
Birth was one, and the Day of the Circumciſion: 
another; and tho' a Child was born towards the 


very End of the firſt Day, he was capable of Cir- 


cumciſion on any time of the eighth Day. And 
therefore it is not new or ſtrange, that the third 


Day, in our Caſe, ſhou'd be reckoned into the 
Number, tho' Chriſt roſe at the very beginning of 


it. It is more ſtrange to reckon whole Years in 
this manner; and yet this is the conſtant Method 
obſerved in Prolemy's Canon, the moſt valuable 


Piece of ancient Chronology, next to the Bible, 
now extant. If a King lived over the firſt Day 
of a Year, and died the Week after, that whole 
| Year is reckoned to his Reign. 

I have now gone through the ſeveral Obi tions 
upon this Head; what Credit they may gain in 
this Age, I hnow not; but 'tis plain they had no 
Credit 
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Credit, when they were firſt ſpread abroad; nay 
tis evident that the very Perſons who ſet abroad 
this Story of the Body being ftolen, did not be- 
lieve it themſelves. And not to inſiſt here upon 
the plain Fact, which was, that the Guards were 
hired to tell this Lye by the, chief Prieſts, it will 
appear from the After- Conduct of the chief Prieſts 
themſelves, that they were conſcious that the Story 
was falſe. Not long after the Reſurrection of 
Chriſt, the Diſciples having received new Power 
from above, appeared publickly in Jeruſalem, and 
in the very Temple, and teſtified the Reſurrection 
of Chriſt, even before thoſe who had murdered 
him. What now do the chief Prieſts do? They 
ſeize upon the Apoſtles, they threaten them, they 
beat them, they ſcourge them, and all to ſtop their 
Mouths, inſiſting that they ſhould ſay no more of 
the Matter. But why did they not, when they 
had the Diſciples in their Power, charge tliem di- 
rectly with their notorious Cheat in ſtealing the 
Body, and expoſe them to the People as Impoſtors? 
This had been much more to their Purpoſe, than 
all their Menaces and ill Uſage, and would more 
effectually have undeceived the People. But of 
this not one Word is ſaid. They try to murder 
them, enter into Combinations to aſſaſſinate them, 
prevail witli Herod to put one of them to Death; 
but not ſo much as a Charge againſt them of any 
Fraud in the Reſurrection. Their Orator Tertullus, 
who could not have miſſed ſo fine a Topick of 
Declamation, had there been but a Suſpicion to 
ſupport it, is quite ſilent on this Head, and is con- 
tent to flouriſh on the Common- Place of Sedition 
G — 
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and Hereſy, profaning the Temple, and the like; 
very Trifles to his Cauſe, in compariſon to the 
other Accuſation, had there been any Ground to 
make uſe of it. And yet as it happens, we are 
ſure the very Queſtion of the Reſurrection came 
under Debate; for Feſtus tells King Agrippa, that 
the Jews had certain Queſtions againſt Paul, of 
one Feſus which was dead, whom Paul effirmed to 
be alive. After this, Agrippa hears Paul himſelf; 
and had he ſuſpected, much leſs had he been con- 
vinced that there was a Cheat in the Reſurrection, 
he would hardly have faid to Paul at the End of 
the Conterence, Almoſt thou perſuadeſt me to be a 
Chriflian. | 

But let us ſee what the Council and Senate of the 
Children of 1/7ae] thought of this Matter, in the 
molt ſolemn and ſerious Deliberation they ever had 
about it. * Not long after the Reſurrection, the 
Apoltles were taken; the High Prieſt thought 
the Matter of that Weight, that he ſummon- 
ed the Council and Senate of the Children 
of I/racl. The Apoſtles are brought before 
them, and make their Defence. Part of their 
Defence is in theſe Words; The God of our Fa- 
thers raiſed up Jeſus, whom ye ſlew and hanged on a 
Tree. The Defence was indeed a heavy Charge 
upon the Senate, and in the Warmth of their An- 
ger, their firſt Reſolution was to ſlay them all. 
But Gamaliel, one of the Council, ſtood up, and 
told them, that the Matter deſerved more Conſide- 
ration. He recounted to them the Hiſtory of ſe- 


* Acts v. 


veral 


we 


t 


F 
veral Impoſtors who had periſhed, and concluded 
with reſpect to the Caſe of the Apoſtles then be- 


fore them; F this York be of Men, it will come 
fo nought; But if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow 


it, leſt haply ye be found to fight againſt God. The 


Covncil agreed to this Advice, and after ſome ill 


Treatment, the Apoſtles were diſcharged, I ask 
now, and let any Man of common Senſe anſwer 
Could Gamalic] poſſibly have given this Advice, 
and ſuppoſed that the Hand of God might be with 
the Apoſtles, if he had known that there was a Cheat 
diſcovered in the Reſurrection of Jeſus? Could the 
whole Senate have followed this Advice, had they 
believed the Diſcovery of the Cheat? Was there 


not among them one Man wiſe enough to ſay, How 


can you ſuppoſe God to have any thing to do in 
this Affair, when the Reſurrection of Jeſus, upon 
which all depends, was a notorious Cheat, and ma- 
nifeſtly proved to be ſo? I ſhould but leſſen the 
Weight of this Authority by ſaying more, and 


therefore I will reft here, and give way to the 


Gentleman to go on with his Accuſation. 

Mr. 4. My Lord, Before I proceed any fur- 
ther, I beg leave to 2 a feẽ Words in Reply to 
what the Gentleman has offered on this Head. 

The Gentleman thinks that the Detection in 
the Caſe of Lazarus ought to have made the Fews 
quite unconcerned in the Caſe of Jeſus, and ſecure 


as to the Event of his own Reſurrection. He ſays 


very true, ſuppoſing their Care had been for them- 
ſelves: But Governors have another Care upon 
their Hands, the Care of their People; and *tis 
not enough for them to guard againſt being im- 
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poſed on themſelves, they muſt be watchful to 
guard the Multitude againſt Frauds and Deceits. 
The chief Prieſts were ſatisfied indeed of the Fraud 
in the Caſe of Lazarus, yet they ſaw the People 
deceived by it; and for this Reaſon, and not for 
their own Satisfaction, they uſed the Caution in 
the Caſe of the Reſurrection of Jeſus, which I 
before laid before you. In ſo doing, they are well 
juſtified, and the Inconſiſtency charged on the 
other fide, between their Opinion of Jeſus, and 
their Fear of being impoſed on by his pretended 
Reſurrettion, is fully anſwered. 

The next Obſervation relates to the Seal of 
the Sepulchre. 'The Gentleman thinks the Seal 
was uſed as a Check upon the Roman Soldiers. 
But what Reaſon had the Jews to ſuſpect them? 
They were not Diſciples of Jeſus; they were Ser- 
vants of the Roman Governor, and employed in 
the Service of the Jews: And I leave it to the 
Court to judge, whether the Jews ſer the Seal to 
guard againſt their Friends, or their Enemics. But 
if the Seals were really uſed againſt the Guards, 
then the breaking of the Seals is a Proof that the 


Guards were corrupted: And if ſo, 'tis eaſy to con- 
ceive how the Body was removed. 


As to the Diſciples, the Gentleman obſerves, 
that the Part allotted them in the Management of 
the Reſurrection, ſuppoſes an ure Change 

in their Character. It will not be long before the 
Gentleman will have Occaſion for as great a Change 
in their Character; for theſe weak Men you will 
find ſoon employed in converting the World, and 
ſent to appear before Kings and Princes in the 
Name 
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Name of their Maſter; ſoon you will ſee them 


grow wiſe and powerful, and every way qualified 


for their extenſive and important Buſineſs. The 


only difference between me and the Gentleman on 
the other ſide will be found to be this, that I date 
this Change a little earlier than he does. A ſmall 
matter ſurely, to determine the Right of this Con- 
troverly. | | 

The laſt Obſervation relates to King Aegrip- 
pa's Complaiſance to Paul, and Gamaliel's Ad- 
vice. I cannot anſwer for Agrippa's Meaning, 
but certainly he meant but little; and if this mat- 
ter is to be tried by his Opinion, we know thar 
he never did turn Chriſtian. As for Gamaliel, tis 
probable that he ſaw great numbers of the People 
engaged zealouſly in favour of the Apoſtles, and 
might think it prudent to paſs the Matter over in 
ſilence, and not to come to Extremities. This is 
a common Caſe in all Governments; the Multitude 
and their Leaders often eſcape Puniſhment, not 
becauſe they do not deſerve it, but becauſe it is not 
in ſome Circumſtances prudent to exact it. 

I paſs over theſe things lightly, becauſe the next 


Article contains the great, to us indeed, who live 
at this diſtance, the only great Queſtion ; for 


whatever Reaſon the Jews had to believe the Re- 
ſurrection, it is nothing to us, unleſs the Story has 


been conveyed to us upon ſuch Evidence as is ſuffi- 


cient to ſupport the Weight laid on ir. 

My Lord, we are now to enter upon the laſt 
and main Article of this Caſe; the Nature of the 
Evidence upon which the Credit of the Reſurre- 
ction ſtands. Before I enquire into the Qualifica- 


tions of the particular Witneſſes whoſe Words 
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we are deſired to take in this Caſe; I would ask, 
_ why this Evidence, which manifeſtly relates to 
the molt eſſential Point of Chriſtianity, was not 


put beyond all exception? Many of the Miracles 
of Chriſt are ſaid to be done in the Streets, nay 
even the Temple, under the Obſervation of all 
the World; but the like is not ſo much as pre- 
tended as to this; nay, we have it upon the Con- 
feſſion of Peter, the Ringleader of the Apoſtles, 
that Chriſt appeared * Not 7o all the People, but 
unto witeſſes choſen before of God. Why picking 
and culling of Witneſſes in this Caſe more than in 


any other? Does it not import ſome Suſpicion, 


raiſe ſome Jealouſy that this Caſe wou'd not bear 


the publick Light? 
I would ask more particular ly, Why did not 


Jeſus after his Reſurrection appear openly to the 
chief Prieſts and Rulers of the Fews? Since. his 


Commiſſion related to them in an eſpecial manner, 


why were not his Credentials, laid before them? 


The Reſurrection is acknowledged to be the chief 


Proof of his Miſſion, why then was it concealed 


from thoſe who were more than all others concern- 
ed in the Event of his Miſſion? Suppoſe an Am- 


baſſador from ſome foreign Prince, ſhou'd come 


into England, make his publick Entry thro' the 


City, pay and receive Viſits, and at laſt refuſe to 
ſhew any Letters of Credence, or to wait on the 


King, what would you think of him? Whatever 
you would think in that Caſe, you muſt think in 


this, for there is no Difference between them. 
But we muſt take the Evidence as it is; it was 


thought proper in | Fs Calc, to have ſelect choſen 


Witneſſes 
* Acts x. 41. 
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Witneſſes ; and we muſt now conſider who they 
were, and what reaſon we have to take their 


Word. 


The firſt Witneſs was an Angel, or Angels: 
They appeared like Men to ſome Women who 


went early to the Sepulchre. If they appeared 


like Men, upon what ground are we to take them 
for Angels? The Women ſaw Men, and therefore 
they can witneſs only to the ſeeing of Men: But 
I fuppole it is the Womens Judgment, and not their 
Evidence that we are to follow in this Caſe. Here 
then we have a Story of one Apparition to ſupport 
the Credit of another Apparition; and the firſt 
Apparition hath not ſo much as the Evidence of 
the Women to ſupport it, but is grounded on their 


Superſtition, Ignorance, and Fear. Every Coun- 


try can afford an hundred Inſtances of this Kind; 


and there is this common to them all, that as 


Learning and Common Senſe prevail in any Coun- 
try, they die away and are no more heard of. 

The next. Witneſſes are the Women them- 
ſelves: The wiſeſt Men can hardly guard them- 


ſelves againſt the Fears of Superſtition; poor ſilly 


Women therefore in this Caſe muſt needs be un- 
exceptionable Witneſſes; and fit to be admitted 


into the number of the choſen Witneſſes to atteſt 
this Fact. One part of the Account given of them 


is very rational, that they were ſurprized and 
frightned beyond Meaſure; and I leave it to your 


Lordſhip and the Court to judge, how well quali- 


fied they were to give a juſt Relation of what paſ- 
ſed. 5 5 | | 
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Atſter this, ' Jeſus appears to two of his Diſci- 
ples as they were upon a Journey; he joins them, 
and introduces a Diſcourſe about himſelf; and 
ſpent much time, till it began to grow dark, in 
expounding the Prophecies relating to the Death 

and Reſurrection of the Meſſias. All this while 
the Diſciples knew him not. But then going in- 
to an Houſe to lodge together, at Supper he 
broke Bread, and gave it to them; immediately 
they knew him, immediately he vaniſh'd. Here 
then are two Witneſſes more: But what will you 

call them? Eye-Witneſſes? Why their Eyes were 
open, and they had their Senſes, when he reaſoned 
with them and they knew him not. So far there- 
fore they are Witneſſes that it was not he. Tell 
us therefore upon what Account you reject the E- 


vidence of their Senſe, before the breaking of the 


Bread, and inſiſt on it afterwards? And why did 

Jeſus Fact as ſoon as known; which has more of 

the Air of an Apparition, than of the Appearance 
of a real Man reſtored to Lite? 


Cleopas, who was one of theſe two Diſciples, 


findsout the Apoſtles, to make the Report of what 
had paſſed to them. No ſooner was the Story told, 
but Jeſus appears among them. They were all 
frighten'd and confounded, and thought they ſaw 
a Spectre. He rebukes them for Infidelity, and 
their Slowneſs in believing the Prophecies of his 
Reſurrection; and tho' he refuſed before to let the 
Women touch him, (a Circumſtance which I 
ought not to have omitted;) yet now he invites 
the Apoſtles to handle him, to examine his Hands 


and Feet, and ſearch the Wounds of the Croſs. 
h 7. 
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But what Body | was it they examin'd? The fame 


that came in when the Doors were ſhut; the fame 


that vaniſh'd from the two Diſciples; ; the ſame 


that the Women might not touch: In a word, a 


Body quite different from an human Body, which 
we know cannot paſs thro? Walls, or appear or 
diſappear at pleaſure. What then cou'd their 
Hands or Eyes inform them of in this Caſe! ? Be- 
Aides is it credible that God ſhou'd raiſe a Body 
imperfe&tly, with the very Wounds in it of which 
it died? Or if the Wounds were ſuch as deſtroy'd 
the Body before, how cou'd a natural Body ſubſiſt 
with them afterwards ? 


There are more Appearances of Jeſus recorded, 


but ſo much of the ſame kind, fo liable to the 
fame Difficulties and Objections, that I will not 
trouble your Lordſhip: and the Court with a diſtin& 
Enumeration of them. If the Gentleman on the 


other ſide finds any Advantage in any of them 


more than in theſe mention'd, I ſhall have an Op- 


portunity to conſider them in my Reply. 

It may ſeem ſurprizing to you perhaps, that a 
Matter of this Moment was truſted upon ſuch E- 
vidence as this: But it will be ſtill more ſurprizing 
to conſider, that the ſeveral Nations who receiv'd 
the Goſpel, and ſubmitted to the Faith of this Ar- 
ticle, had not even this Evidence: For what Peo- 
ple or Nation had the Evidence of the Angels, the 
Women, or even of all the Apoſtles? So far from 
it, that every Country had its ſingle Apoſtle, and 
receiv'd the Faith upon the Credit of his ſingle 
Evidence. We have follow'd our Anceſtors with- 


out Enquiry; and if you examine the thing to the 


bottom, 
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bottom, our Belief was 8 e built upon the 
Word of one Man. 


I ſhall trouble you, Sir, but with one Obſerva- 
tion more, which is this: That altho' in common 
Life we act in a thouſand Inſtances upon the Faith 


and Credit of human Teſtimony ; yet the Reaſon 


for ſo doing is not the ſame in the Caſe befare us. 
In common Affairs, where nothing is aſſerted but 
what is probable, and poſſible, and according to 
the uſual Courſe of Nature, a reaſonable Degree 
of Evidence ought to determine every Man. For 
the very Probability, or Poſſibility of the thing, 
is a Support to the Evidence; and in ſuch Caſes 
we have no Doubt bur a Man's Senſes qualify him 
to be a Witneſs. But when the thing teſtified is 


- contrary to the Onder of Nature, and, at firſt ſight 
at leaſt impoſlible, what Evidence can be ſuffici- 


ent to overturn the conſtant Evidence of Nature, 
which ſhe gives us in the uniform and regular Me- 


thod of her Operations? If a Man tells me he has 


been in Fance, I ought to give a Reaſon for not 
believing him; bur if he tells me he comes from 
the Grave, what Reaſon can he give why I ſhou'd 
believe him ? In the Caſe before'us, ſince the Bo- 
dy raiſed from the Grave differed from common 
natural Bodies, as we have before ſeen; how can 


I be aſſured that the Apoſtles Senſes qualified them 


to judge at all of this Body, whether it was the 
ſame, or not the ſame which was buried? They 


handled the Body, which yet cou'd paſs through 


Doors and Walls; they ſaw it, and ſometimes 
knew it, at other times knew it not. In a word, 
it ſeems to be a Caſe exempt from human Evidence. 


Men 


ſes 
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Men have limited Senſes, and a limited Reaſon; 
when they act within their Limits, we may give 
Credit to them; but when they talk of things re- 


moved beyond the Reach of their Senſes and Rea- 


ſon, we muſt quit our own, if we believe theirs. 
Mr. B. My Lord, In anſwering the Objecti- 
ons under this Head, I hall find my ſelf obliged to 
change the Order in which the Gentleman thought 
proper to place them. He began with complain- 
ing, that Chriſt did not appear publickly to the 
Jews after his Reſurrection, and eſpecially to the 
chief Prieſts and Rulers; and ſeem'd to argue, as 
if ſuch Evidence wou'd have put the Matter in 
queſtion out of all doubt; but he concluded with 
an Obſervation, to prove that no Evidence in this 
Caſe can be ſufficient; that a Reſurrection is a 
thing in Nature impoſſible, at leaſt impoſſible to 
be proved to the Satisfaction of a rational Enqui- 
rer. If this be the Caſe, why does he require 
more Evidence, ſince none can be ſufficient? Or 
to what Purpoſe is it to vindicate the particular E- 


* 


vidence of the Reſurrection of Chriſt, ſo long as 


this general Prejudice, that a Read is inca- 
pable of being proved, remains unremoved? I am 
under a Neceſſity therefore to conſider this Obſer- 

vation in the firſt place, that it may not lie as a 


dead Weight 1 all 1 have to offer in Support | 
of the Evidence of Chriſt's Reſurrection. 


The Gentleman allows it to be reaſonable in ma- 
ny Caſes to act upon the Teſtimony and Credit of 
others; but he thinks this ſhould be confined to 
ſuch Caſes, where the Thing teſtified is probable; 
paſt ble, and according to the uſual Conrſe of Natare. 
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The Gentleman does not, I ſuppoſe, pretend to 


know the Extent of all natural Poſſibilities, much 


leſs will he ſuppoſe them to be generally known; 
and therefore his Meaning muſt be, that the Teſti- 
mony of Witneſſes is to be receiv'd only in Caſes 
which appear to us to be poſſible. In any other 


Senſe we can have no Diſpute; for mere Impoſſi- 


bilities which can never exiſt, can never be proved. 


Taking the Obſervation therefore in this Senſe, 


the Propoſition is this : That the Teſtimony of 
others ought not to be admitted, but in ſuch Mat- 
ters as appear probable, or at leaſt poſſible ro our 
Conceptions. For Inſtance: A Man who lives in 
a warm Climate, and never ſaw Ice, ought upon no 
Evidence to believe that Rivers freeze and grow hard 
in cold Countries; for this is improbable, contrary 
to the uſual Courſe of Nature; and impoſſible ac- 
cording to his Notion of Things. And yet we 
all know that this is a plain manifeſt Caſe, diſcer- 
nible by the Senſes of Men, of which therefore 
they are qualified to be good Witneſſes. An hun- 
dred ſuch Inſtances might be named, but 'tis need- 
leſs; for ſurely nothing is more apparently abſurd, 
than to make one Man's Ability in diſcerning, and 


his Veracity in reporting plain Facts, depend up- 


on the Skill or Ignorance of the Hearer. And 


what has the Gentleman ſaid, upon this Occaſion, 


againſt the Reſurrection, more than any Man, 


who never ſaw Ice, might ſay againſt an hundred 
honeſt Witneſſes, who aſſert that Water turns to 
Ice in cold Climates ? 


'Tis very true, that Men do not fo eaſily be- 


lieve upon Teſtimony of others, things which to 


* them 
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them ſeem improbable or impoſſible; but theRea- 
ſon is not, becauſe the Thing itſelf admits no Evi- 
dence, bur becauſe the Hearer's preconceived Opi- 


nion outweighs the Credit of the Reporter, and 


makes his Veracity to be called in queſtion. For 
Inſtance: Tis natural for a Stone to roll down 


Hill, *tis unnatural for it to roll up Hill: but a 


Stone moving up Hill is as much the Object of 
Senſe, as a Stone moving down Hill; and all Men 
in their Senſes are as capable of ſeeing and judging, 
and reporting the Fact in one Caſe, as in the other. 


Shou'd a Man then tell you, that he faw a Stone 


go up Hill of its own accord, you might queſtion 
his Veracity, but you cou'd not fay the thing ad- 
mitted no Eyidence, becauſe it was contrary to the 


' Law and uſual Courſe of Nature: For the Law of 


Nature formed to yourſelf from your own Expe- 
rience and Reaſoning, is quite independent of the 
Matter of Fact which the Man teſtifies ; and when- 
ever you ſee Facts yourſelf, which contradi your 
Notions of the Law of Nature, you admit the 
Facts, becauſe you believe yourſelf; when you do 
not admit like Facts upon the Evidence of others, 
it is becauſe you do not believe them; and not be- 
cauſe the Facts in their own Nature exclude all E- 
vidence. 

Suppoſe a Man ſhou'd tell you, that he was come 
from the Dead: You wou'd be apt to ſuſpect his 
Evidence. But what wou'd you ſuſpect? That he 
was not alive, when you heard him, faw him, felt 
him, and converſed with him? You cou'd not 
ſuſpect this, without giving up all your Senſes, and 


acting in this Caſe as you act in no other. Here 


then 


E 1 


then you wou'd 7 whether the Man had- 


ever been dead. But wou'd you ſay, that it is in- 
capable of being made plain by human Teſtimo- 
ny, that this or that Man died a Vear ago? It can't 
be ſaid. Evidence in this Caſe is admitted in all 
Courts perpetually. 
Conſider it the other way. Suppoſe you faw 
a Man publickly executed, his Body afterwards 
wounded by the ee and carry'd and 
laid in the Grave; that after this you ſhou'd be 


told, that the Man was come to Life again: 


What wou'd you ſuſpect in this Caſe? Not that 
the Man had never been dead; for that you 
ſaw your ſelf; But you wou'd ſuſpect whether 
he was now alive. But wou'd you fay, this 


"Caſe excluded all human Teſtimony; and that 


Men cou'd not poſlibly diſcern, whether one 


with whom they convers'd familiarly, was alive 


or no? Upon what Ground cou'd you ſay this? 
A Man riſing from the Grave is an Object of 
Senſe, and can give the fame Evidence of his be- 
ing alive, as any other Man in the World can give. 


| $0 that a Reſurrection conſider'd only as a Fact to 


be proved by Evidence, is a plain Caſe; it requires 
no greater Ability in the Witneſſes, than that they 
be able to diſtinguiſh between a Man dead, and a 
Man alive: A Point, in which I believe every Man 
living thinks himſelf a Judge. 

I do allow that this Caſe, and others of like na- 
ture, require more Evidence to give them Credit 
than ordinary Caſes do. You may therefore re- 
quire more Evidence in theſe, than in other Caſes; 
but it is abſurd to ſay, that ſuch Caſes admit no 
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Evidence, when the Things in queſtion are mani- 
feſtly Objects of Senſe. E | 

I allow further, that the Gentleman has rightly 
ſtated the Difficulty upon the Foot of common 
Prejudice; and that it ariſes from hence, that ſuch 
Caſes appear to be contrary to the Courſe of Na- 
ture. But I defire him to conſider what this 
Courſe of Nature is. Every Man, from the loweſt 
Countryman to the higheſt Philoſopher, frames to 
himſelf from his Experience and Obſervation a 
Notion of a Courſe of Nature; and is ready to ſay 
of every thing reported to him that contradicts 
his Experience, that it is contrary to Nature. 
But will the Gentleman ſay that every thing is 
impoſſible, or even improbable, that contradicts 


the Notion which Men frame to themſelves of the 
Courſe of Nature? I think he will not fay it. 


And if he will, he mult ſay that Water can never 
freeze, for it is abſolutely inconſiſtent with the 
Notion which Men have of the Courſe of Nature, 


. who live in the warm Climates. And hence it 
appears, that when Men talk of the Courſe of Na- 
ture, they really talk of their own Prejudices and 


Imaginations, and that Senſe and Reaſon are not 
ſo much concerned in the Caſe as the Gentleman 
imagines. For I ask, Is it from the Evidence of 
Senſe, or the Evidence of Reaſon, that People of 
warm Climates think it contrary to Nature, that 
Water ſhould grow ſolid and become Ice? As for 
Senſe, they ſee indeed that Water with them is 


always Liquid, but none of their Senſes tell them 


that it can never grow Solid; as for Reaſon it can 


never ſo inform them, for right Reaſon can never 


contradict 
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eontradict the Truth of things. Our Senſes then 


inform us rightly what the uſual Courſe of Things 
is; but when we conclude that things cannot be 
otherwiſe, we outrun the Information of our Sen- 
es, and the Concluſion ftands upon Prejudice, and 
not upon Reaſon. And yet ſuch Concluſions form 
what is generally called the Courſe of Nature. 
And when Men upon proper Evidence and Infor- 
mations admit things contrary to this preſuppoſed 
Courſe of Nature, they do not, as the Gentleman 
expreſſes it, quit their own Senſe and Reaſon, but, 
in truth, they quit their own Miſtakes and Preju- 
dices. 


In the Caſe brfont us, the Caſe of the Reſur- 


rection; the great Difficulty ariſes from the like 
Prejudice: We all know by Experience that all 
Men die, and riſe no more. Therefore we con- 
clude, that for a dead Man to riſe to Life again, 
1s contrary to the Courſe of Nature: and certain- 
ly it is contrary to the uniform and ſettled Courſe 
of Things. But if we argue from hence, that it is 
contrary and repugnant to the real Laws of Na- 
ture, and abſolutely impoſſible on that Account, 
wie argue without any Foundation to ſupport us 
either from our Senſes or our Reaſon. We can- 
not learn from our Eyes, or Feeling, or any other 
. Senſe, that it is impoſſible for a dead Body to live 
again: If we learn it at all, it muſt be from our 
Reaſon; and yet what one Maxim of Reaſon is 
contradicted by the Suppoſition of a Reſurrection? 


For my own part, when I conſider how I live; 


that all the Animal Motions neceſſary to my Life 
are independent of my Will; that my Heart beats 
without 
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without my Conſent, and without my Direction 3 
that Digeſtion and Nutrition are performed by 
Methods to which I am not conſcious; that my 
Blood moves in a perpetual round ; which is cons 
trary to all known Laws of Motion; I cannot but 
think that the Preſervation of my Life, in every 
Moment of it, is as great an Act of Power, as is 
neceſſary to raiſe a dead Man to Life. And whos 
ever fo far reflects upon his own Being, as to ac- 
knowledge that he owes it to a ſuperior Power, 
muſt needs think that the ſame Power which gave 
Life to ſenſeleſs Matter at firſt, and ſet all the 
Springs and Movements a going at the beginning, 
can reſtore Life to a dead Body. For ſurely it is 
not a greater thing to give Life to a Body oneg 
dead, than to a Body that never was alive. 

In the next Place muſt be conſidered the Diffi- 
culties which the Gentleman has laid before you, 
with regard to the Nature of Chriſt's Body after 
the Reſurrection. He has produced ſome Paſſages 
which, he thinks, imply, that the Body was not 
a real natural Body, but a mere Phantom, or Ap- 
parition; and thence concludes, that there being 


no real Object of Senſe, there can be no Evidence 


in the Caſe. 

Preſumptions are of no Weight 00 poſitive 
Evidence; and every Account of the Reſurrection 
aſſures us, that the Body of Chriſt was ſeen, felt, 
and handled by many Perſons; who were called 
upon by Chriſt ſo to do, that they might be aſſu- 
red that he had Fleſh and Bones, and was not a 
mere Spectre, as they, in their firſt Surprize, ima- 
gined him to be. Tis impoſſible that they, who 
h IF | giv 
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66 
give this Account, ſhou'd mean by any thing they 
report, to imply that he had no real Body. Tis 


certain then, that when the Gentleman makes uſe 


of what they ſay to this purpoſe, he uſes their Say- 
ings contrary to their Meaning. For 'tis not pre- 
tended that they ſay, that Chriſt had not a real hu- 
man Body after the Reſurrection; nor is it pre- 
tended they had any ſuch Thought, except only 
upon the firſt Surprize of ſeeing him, and before 
they had examined him with their Eyes and Hands. 


But ſomething they have ſaid, which, the Gentle- 


man, according to his Notions of Philoſophy, 
thinks, implies that the Body was not real. To 
clear this Point therefore, I mult lay before you 
the Paſſages referred to, and conſider how juſtly 
the Gentleman reaſons from them. 

The firſt Paſſage relates to Mary Sd. who, 
als firſt time ſhe ſaw Chriſt, was going to em- 
brace his Feet, as the Cuſtom of the Country was 
Chriſt ſays to her, * Touch me not, for I am not yet 
aſcended to my Father; but go to my Brethren, and tell 
them, &c. Hence the Gentleman concludes, that 
Chriſt's Body was not ſuch an one as wou'd bear 
the Touch. But how does he infer this? Is it 
from theſe Words, Touch me not? It cannot be: 
For Thouſands ſay it every Day, without giving 
the leaſt Suſpicion that their Bodies are not capa- 
ble of being touched. The Concluſion then mult 
be built on thoſe other Words, For I am not yet 


aſceuded to my Father. But what have theſe Words 


to do with the Reality of his Body? It might be 
real or not real, for any thing that is here ſaid. 
There is a Difficulty in theſe Words, and it my 
* John xx. 17. | ” 
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be hard to give the true Senſe of them; but there 
is no Difficulty in ſeeing that they have no relation 


to the Nature of Chriſt's Body; for of his Body 
nothing is ſaid. The natural Senſe of the Place, 
as I collect by comparing this Paſſage with Matt. 
xxviil. 9. is this: Mary Magdalen, upon ſeeing Je- 
ſus, fell at his Feet, and laid hold of them, and 
held them as if ſhe meant never to let them go: 
Chriſt ſaid to her, © Touch me not, or hang not 
c about me now, you will have other Opportuni- 
ties of ſeeing me, for I go not yet to my Father; 

« loſe no time then, but go quickly with my Meſ- 
« ſage to my Brethren.” I am not concerned to 
ſupport this particular Interpretation of the Paſ- 


ſage; it is ſufficient to my Purpoſe, to ſhew that 


the Words cannot poſſibly relate to the Nature of 
Chriſt's Body one way or other. 


The next Paſſ: age relates to Chriſt's j joining two 


of his Diſciples upon the Road, and converſing 
with them without being knows by them: It 
grew dark, they preſſed him to ſtay with them 
that Night; he went in with them, broke Bread, 
and bleſſed it, and gave-it them, and then they 
knew him; and immediately he diſappeared. 

The Circumſtance of diſappearing, ſhall be con- 
ſidered under the next Head, with other Objecti- 
ons of the like kind: At oval I ſhall only exa- 
mine the other Parts of this Story, and enquire 
whether they afford any Ground to conclude that 
the Body of Chriſt was not a real one. Had this 
Piece of Hiſtory been related of any other Perſon, 
I think no ſuch Suſpicion cou'd have ariſen: For 
what js there unnatural or uncommon iu this Ac- 

12 count? 
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count? Two Men meet an Acquaintance whom 
they thought dead; they converſe with him for 
ſome time without ſuſpecting who he was; the 
yery Perſuaſion they were under that he was dead, 
contributed greatly to their not knowing 8 
beſides, he appeared in an Habit and Form diffe- 
rent from what he uſed when he convers'd with 
them; appeared to them on a Journey, and walk- 
ed with them fide by fide; in which Situation no 

one of the Company has a full View of another, 
Afterwards, when they were at Supper together, 
and Lights brought in, they plainly diſcerned who 
he was. Upon this Occaſion, the Gentleman asks 
what ſort of Witneſſes theſe are; Eye-Witneſſes? 

No; before Supper they were Eye-Witneſſes, ſays 
the Gentleman, that the Perſon whom they ſaw 
was not Chriſt : And then he demands a Reaſon for 
our rejecting the Evidence of their Senſe when 
they did not know Chriſt, and inſiſting on it when 
they did. 
It is no uncommon thing for Men to catch 
themſelves and others by ſuch notable acute Que- 
ſtions, and to be led by the Sprightlineſs of their 
Imagination out of the Road of Truth and com- 
mon Senſe. I beg leave to tell the Gentleman a 
ſhort Story, and then to ask him his own Queſtion. 
A certain Gentleman who had been ſome Years 
abroad, hapned in his Return to Exgland through 
Paris to meet his own Siſter there. She not ex- 
petting to ſee him there, nor he to ſee her, they 
converſed together with other Company, at a pub- 
lick Houle, for great part of a Day, without know- 
ing each other. At laſt the © LOT” began to ſhew 
great 


— 


9 Þ 
great Signs of Diſorder; her Colour came and 
went, and the Eyes of the Company were drawn 
towards her; and then ſhe cryed out, Oh my 
Brother! and was hardly held from fainting. Sup- 
poſe now this Lady were to depoſe upon Oath in 
a Court of Juſtice, that ſhe ſaw her Brother at 
Paris; I would ask the Gentleman, Whether he 
would object to the Evidence, and fay that ſhe 
was as good an Eye-witneſs that her Brother was 
not there, as that he was; and demand of the 
Court, why they rejected the Evidence of her 
Senſes when ſhe did not know her Brother, and 
were ready to believe it when the did? When the 
Queſtion is anſwered in this Caſe, I deſire only to 
have the Benefit of it in the Cale now before you, 
But if you ſhall be of Opinion that there was ſome 
extraordinary Power uſed on this Occaſion, and 


incline to think that the Expreſſion, (their Eyes 


were holden) imports as much ; then the Caſe will 
fall under the next Article. In which 

We are to conlider Chriſt's vaniſhing out of 
Sight; his coming in and going out when the 
Doors were ſhut ; and ſuch like Paſſages; which, 
as they fall under one Conſideration, fo I ſhall 
ſpeak to them together, 

Burris neceſſary firſt to ſee what the Apoltles af- 
firm diſtinctly in their Accounts of theſe Facts; 
for J think more has been ſaid for them, than ever 
they ſaid, or intended to ſay for themſelves. In 
one Place * it is ſaid, he vaniſhed aut of their f ff gt. 


| Which Tranſlation is corrected in the Marg gin of 


Luke xxiv. 31. 


our 
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our Bibles thus, he ceaſed to be ſeen of them. And 
the Original T imports no more. 
It is faid in another Place, that the Diſciples be- 
ing together, and the doors ſhut, Jeſus came and 


ſtood in the midſt of them. How he came is not 


ſaid: Much leſs is it ſaid that he came through the 
Door, or the Key-hole; and for any thing that 
is ſaid to the contrary, he might come in at the 
Door, tho' the Diſciples ſaw not the Door open, 


nor him, till he was in the midſt of them. But 


the Gentleman thinks theſe Paſſages prove that the 
Diſciples ſaw no real Body, but an Apparition. 
I am afraid that the Gentleman after all his Con- 
tempt of Apparitions, and the Superſtition on 
which they are founded, is fallen into the Snare 
himſelf, and is arguing upon no better Principles 
than the common Notions which the Vulgar have 


of Apparitions. Why elſe does he imagine theſe 


Paſſages to be inconſiſtent with the Reality of 
Chriſt's Body? Is there no way for a real Body 


to diſappear? Try the Experiment now; do but 


put out the Candles, we ſhall all diſappear: If a 
Man falls afleep in the Day-time, all things diſap- 
pear to him; his Senſes are all lock'd up; and yet 
all things about him continue to be real, and his 


Senſes continue perfect. As ſhutting out all Rays 


of Light would make all things diſappear; fo in- 
tercepting the Rays of Light from any particular 
Body would make that diſappear. Perhaps ſome- 
thing like this was the Caſe ; orperhaps ſomething 
elſe, of which we know nothing. But be the 
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Caſe what it will, the Gentleman's Concluſion is 
founded on no Principle of true Philoſophy: For 
it does not follow that a Body is not real, becauſe 
I loſe ſight of it ſuddenly. I ſhall be told perhaps, 
that this way of accounting for the Paſſages, is as 
wonderful, and as much out of the common Courſe 
of Things as the other. Perhaps it is ſo; and what 
then? Surely the Gentleman does not expect, that 
in order to prove the Reality of the greateſt Mi- 
racle that ever was, I ſhould ſhew that there was 
nothing miraculous in it, but that every thing hap- 
pen'd according to the ordinary Courſe of things? 
My only Concern is to ſhew, that theſe Paſſages 
do not infer that the Body of Chriſt after the Re- 
ſurrection was no real Body. I wonder the Gen- 
tleman did not carry his Argument a little fur- 
ther, and prove that Chriſt, before his Death, 
had no real Body; for we read, that when the 
Multitude would have thrown him down a Preci- 
pice, he went through the midſt of them un- 
ſeen. Now nothing happen'd after his Reſurre- 
ction more unaccountable than this that happen'd 
before it; and if the Argument be good at all, it 
will be good to prove that there never was ſuch a 
Man as Jeſus in the World. Perhaps the Gentle- 
man may think this a little too much to prove; 
and if he does, I hope he will quit the Argument 
in one Caſe, as well as in the other; for Diffe- 
rence there is none. 
Hitherto we have been called upon to prove the 
Reality of Chriſt's Body, and that it was the fame 
after the Reſurrection that it was before; but the 


next Objection complains, that the Body was too 
much 
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much the fame with that which was buried; for the 
Gentleman thinks that it had the fame mortal 
Wounds open and uncured, of which it died. His 
Obſervation is grounded upon the Words which 
Chriſt uſes to Thomas, * Reach hither thy finger, 
and behold my hands, and reach hither thy hand, and 
thruſt it into my fide. Is it here affirmed that 
Thomas did actually put his hand into his Side, or 
ſo much-as ſee his Wounds freſh and bleeding? 
Nothing like it. But 'tis ſuppoſed from the 
Words of Chriſt; for if he had no Wounds, he 
would not have invited Thomas to probe them. 
Now the Meaning of Chriſt will beſt appear by 
an Account of the Occaſion he had to uſe this 
Speech. He had appeared to his Diſciples, in 
the Abſence of Thomas, and ſhewn them his 
Hands and Feet, which ſtill had the Marks of his 
Crucifixion : The Diſciples report this ro Thomas 
He thought the Thing impoſſible, and expreſſed 
his Unbelief, as Men are apt to do when they are 


poſitive, in a very extravagant manner: You talk, 


ſays he, of the Prints of the Nails in his Hands 


and Feet; for my part, I'll never believe this 


thing, except I ſhall ſee in his Hands the Print of the 
Nails, and put my Finger into the Print of the 
Nails, and thruſt my Hand into his Side. Now in 


the firſt place, here is nothing ſaid of open Wounds; | 


Thomas talks only of putting his Finger into the 


Print, that is, the Scar of the Nails, and of thruſt- 


ing his Hand into his Side. And in common 
Speech, to thruſt an Hand into any one's Side, 
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does not ſignify to thruſt it through the Side into 
the Bowels. Upon this Interpretation of the 
Words, which is a plain and natural one, the Gen- 
tleman's Objection is quite gone. But ſuppoſe 
Thomas to mean what the Gentleman means; in 
that Caſe the Words of Chriſt are manifeſtly a 
ſevere Reproach to him for his Infidelity : Here, 
ſays Chriſt, are my Hands and my Side; take the 


Saialpfiion you require; thruſt your Fingers into 
my Hands, your Hand into my Side; repeating to 
him his own Words, and calling him to his own 


Conditions; which, to a Man beginning to ſee 
his Extravagance, is of all Rebukes the ſevereſt. 


Such Forms of Speech are uſed on many Occa- 


ſions, and are never underſtood to import that the 


thing propoſed is proper, or always practicable. 


W hen the Grecian Women reproached their Sons 
with Cowardice, and called to them as they were 
flying from the Enemy, to come and hide them- 
ſelves once more, like Children as they were, in 
their Mothers Wombs; he would have been ridi- 
culous who had asked the Queſtion, Whether the 
Women really thought that they cou'd _ their 
Sons into their Wombs again? 

I have now gone through the Objections which 
were neceſſarily to be removed before I could ſtate 
the Evidence in this Caſe. I am ſenſible I have 
taken up too much of your Time; but I have 
this to ſay in my Excuſe; That Objections built 
on popular Notions and Prejudices, are eaſily con. 
veyed to the Mind in few Words; and fo 
conveyed , make ſtrong Impreſſions : But who- 
ever anſwers the Objections, muſt encounter all 
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the Notions to which they are allied, and to 


which they owe their Strength; and 'tis well if 
with many Words he can find Admittance. 

T come now to conſider the Evidence on which 
dur Belief of the Reſurrection ſtands. And here 
I am ſtopped again. A general Exception is taken 
to the Evidence, that it is imperfect, unfair; and 
a Queſtion is asked, Why did not Chrift appear 
publickly to all the People, eſpecially to the Ma- 
giſtrates? Why were ſome Witneſſes culled and 
choſen out, and others excluded? 

It may be ſufficient perhaps to ſay, that where 
there are Witneſſes enow, no Judge, no Jury 
complains for want of more; and therefore, if 
the Witneſſes we have are ſufficient, *tis no Ob- 
jection that we have not others, and more. If 
three credible Men atreſt a Will, which are as 
many as the Law requires, would any Body ask, 
Why all the Town were not called to ſet their 
Hands? But why were theſe Witneſſes culled and 
choſen out? Why? For this Reaſon, that they 
might be good ones. Does not every wife Man 
chuſe proper Witneſſes to his Deed and to his 
Will? And does not a good Choice of Witneſſes 
give Strength to every Deed? How comes it to 


paſs then, that the very thing which ſhuts our all 


Suſpicion in other Caſes, ſhould in this Caſe on- 
ly, be of all others, the moſt ſuſpicious thing it 
Self? | : 

What reaſon there is to make any Complaints 
on the behalf of the Jews, may be judged, in 
part, from what has already appeared. Chriſt 


"altered openly in | their ſight; and they were fo 
well 
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well apprized of his Prediction, that he ſhould 
riſe again, that they ſet a Guard on his Sepulchre; 
and from their Guards they learnt the Truth. 
Every Soldier was to them a Witneſs of the Re- 
ſurre&ion of their own chuſing. After this, they 
had not one Apoſtle, (which the Gentleman ob- 
ſerves was the Caſe of other People) but all the 
Apoſtles, and many other Witneſſes with them, 
and in their Power. The Apoſtles teſtified the 
Reſurrection to them; not only to the People, 
but to the Elders of ae aſſembled in Senate: 
To ſupport their Evidence, they were enabled to 
work, and did work Miracles openly in the Name 
of Chriſt. Theſe People therefore have the leaſt 
Reaſon to complain; and had of all others the 
fulleſt Evidence; and in ſome reſpects ſuch as none 
but themſelves cou'd have, for they only were 
Keepers of the Sepulchre. I believe, if the Gen- 
tleman was to chuſe an Evidence to his own Satiſ- 
faction in a like Caſe, he wou'd deſire no more 
than to keep the Sepulchre, with a ſufficient num 
ber of Guards. 

But the Argument goes farther: It is faid that 
Jeſus was ſent with a ſpecial Commiſſion to the 
Jews, that he was their Meſſias; and as his Reſur- 
rection was his main Credential, he ought to have 
appeared publickly to the Rulers of the Jews af. 
ter his Reſurrection: that in doing otherwiſe, he 
acted like an Ambaſſador pretending Authority from 
his Prince, but refuſing to ſhew his Letters of Cre- 


dence. 
I was afraid, when 1 ae myſelf to be drawn 


into this Argument, that I ſhou'd be led into Mat- 
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ters fitter to be decided by Men of another Pro- 
feſſion, than by Lawyers. But ſince there is no 
Help now, I will lay before you what appears to 
me to be the natural and plain Account of this 
Matter; leaving it to others, who are better qua- 
lified, to give a fuller Anſwer to the Objection. 

It appears to me, by the Accounts we have of 
Jeſus, that he had two diſtinct Offices: One, as 
the Meſſias particularly promiſed to the Jews; a- 
nother, as he was to be the great High Prieft of 
the World. With reſpect to the firſt Office, he 
is called * the Apoſtle of the Hebrews ; the + Mini- 
fter of the Circumciſion ;, and ſays himſelf, N am 
not ſent, but unto the of ſheep of the houſe of Iſrael. 
Accordingly when he ſent out his Apoſtles in his 
Life-time to preach, he expreſsly forbids them to 
go to the Gentiles or Samaritans; but go, t ſays he, 
to the loſt ſheep of the houſe of Iſrael. Chriſt con- 
tinued in the Diſcharge of this Office during the 
Time of his natural Life, till he was finally reject- 
ed by the Fews. And it is obſervable, that the 
laſt time he ſpoke to the People, according to 
St. Matthew's Account, he ſolemnly took leave of 
them, and cloſed his Commiſſion. He had been 
long among them publiſhing glad Tidings; but 
when all his Preaching, all his Miracles, had pro- 
ved to be in vain, the laſt thing he did was to de- 
nounce the Woes they had brought on themſelves. 
The 23* Chapter of St Matthew recites theſe 


Woes; and at the End of them Chriſt takes this 


paſſionate leave of Jeruſalem : 4 O Jeruſalem, Je- 


® Feb. ili. 1. + Rom. xv. 8. 
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ce ruſalem, thou that killeſt the Prophets, and ſto- 
& neſt them which are ſent unto thee; how often 
« wou'd I have gathered thy Children together, 
© even as a Hen gathereth her Chickens under her 
& Wings, and ye would not! Behold, your Houſe 


& is left unto you deſolate. For I fay unto you, 


“ Ye ſhall not fee me henceforth, till ye ſhall ſay, 
“ Bleſſed is he that cometh in the Name of the 
« Lord”. *Tis remarkable, that this Paſſage, as 
recorded by St. Matthew, and St. Lake twice over, 
is determin'd, by the Circumſtances, to refer to 
the near Approach of his own Death, and the ex- 
treme Hatred of the Jews to him: And therefore 
thoſe Words, Ye fhall not fee me henceforth, arc 
to be dated from the Time of his Death, and ma- 
nifeſtly point out the End of his particular Miſſion 
to them. From the making this Declaration, as 
it ſtands in St. Matthew, his Diſcourſes are to his 
Diſciples; and they chiefly relate to the miſerable 


and wretched Condition of the Fews, which was 
now decreed, and ſoon to be accompliſh'd. Let 


me now ask, Whether, in this ſtate of things, any 
farther Credentials of Chriſt's Commiſſion to the 
Fews cou'd be demanded or expected? He was re- 
jected, his Commiſſion was determin'd, and with 
it the Fate of the Nation was determin'd allo: 
What Uſe then of more Credentials? As to ap- 
pearing to them after his Reſurrection, he cou'd 
not do it conſiſtently with his own Prediction; 7? 
ſhall ſee me no more, till ye ſhall ſay, Bleſſed is he 
that cometh in the name of the Lord. The Jews 
were not in this Diſpoſition after the Reſurrection, 
nor are they in it yet. 
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The Reſurrection was the Foundation of Chriſt's 
new Commiſſion, which extended to all the World. 
Then it was he declared, that all Power was given 
unto him in heaven and in earth. Then he gave a 
new Commiſſion to his Diſciples, not reſtrained to 
the Houſe of J/ae!, but to go and teach all Na- 
tions. This Prerogative the Jews had under this 
Commiſſion, that the Goſpel was every-where firſt 
offered to them; but in no other Terms than it was 
offered to the reſt of the World. Since then this 
Commiſſion, of which the Reſurrection was the 


Foundation, extended to all the World alike; 


What Ground is there to demand ſpecial and par- 
ticular Evidence to the eus? The Emperor and 
the Senate of Rome were a much more conſidera- 
ble Part of the World, than the chief Prieſts and 
the Synagogue; Why does not the Gentleman ob- 
ject then, that Chriſt did not ſhew himſelf to Ti- 
berius and his Senate? And ſince all Men have an 
equal Right in this Caſe, Why may not the ſame 
Demand be made for every Country; nay, for 
every Age? And then the Gentleman may bring 
the Queſtion nearer home; and ask, Why Chriſt 
did not appear in England in King George's Reign? 
There is, to my Apprehenſion, nothing more un- 
realonable, than to neglect and deſpiſe plain and 
ſufficient Evidence before us, and to ſit down to 
imagine what Kind of Evidence would have plea- 
ſed us; and then to make the Want of ſuch Evi- 
dence an Objection to the Truth; which yet, if 
well conſider'd, would be found to be well eſta- 
bliſh'd. 


The 
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The Obſer vation J have made upon the Reſur- 
rection of Chriſt, naturally leads to another; which 
will help to account for the Nature of the Evi- 
dence we have in this great Point. As the Reſur- 
rection was the opening a new Commiſſion, in 
which all the World had an Intereſt; ſo the Con- 
cern naturally was, to have a proper Evidence to 
eſtabliſh this Truth, and which ſhou'd be of equal 
Weight to all. This did not depend upon the 
Satisfaction given to private Perſons, whether they 
were Magiſtrates or not Magiſtrates; but upon the 
Conviction of thoſe, whoſe Office it was to be, 
to bear Teftimony to this Truth in the World. 
In this Senſe the Apoſtles were choſen to be Wit- 
neſſes of the Reſurrection, becauſe they were cho- 
ſen to bear Teſtimony to it in the World; and nor 
becauſe they only were admitted to ſec Chriſt after 
his Reſurrection: For the Fact is otherwiſe. The 
Goſpel indeed, concerned to ſhew the Evidence on 
which the Faith of the World was to reſt, is very 
particular in ſetting forth the ocular Demonſtrati- 
on which the Apoſtles had of the Reſurrection, 
and mentions others, who ſaw Chriſt after his Re- 
ſurre&ion, only accidentally, and as the Thread of 
the Hiſtory led to ir. Bur yet 'tis certain, there 
were many others, who had this Satisfaction, as 
well as the Apoſtles. St. Lye tells us, that when 
Chriſt appeared to the eleven Apoſtles, there were 
others with them *; who they were, or how ma- 
ny they were, he ſays not. But it appears in the 
Acts, when an Apoſtle was to be choſen in the 
room of Judas; and the chief Qualification requi- 
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EY was, that he ſhou'd be one capable of. being a 
Witneſs of the Reſurrection; that there were pre- 
ſent an hundred and twenty ſo qualified. * And 
St. Paul ſays, that Chriſt after his Riſing was ſeen 
by foo at once, many of whom were living when 
he appealed to their Evidence. So that the Gen- 


tleman is miſtaken, when he imagines that a few 


only were choſen to ſee Chriſt after he came from 
the Grave. The Truth of the Caſe is, that out of 
_ thoſe who ſaw him, ſome were choſen to bear Te- 
ſtimony to the World, and for that Reaſon had 
the fulleſt 0 of the Truth, that they 
might be the better able to give Satisfaction to o- 

thers. And what was there in this Conduct to 
complain of? What to raiſe any Jealouſy or Suſ- 
picion? 

As to the Witneſſes themſelves; the firſt the 
Gentleman takes notice of, are the Angels and the 
Women. The Mention of Angels led naturally 
to Apparitions; and the Women were called poor 
filly Women; and there is an End of their Evi- 
dence. But to ſpeak ſeriouſly: Will the Gentle- 
man pretend to prove, that there are no intelligent 
Beings between God and Man; or that they are 
not Miniſters of God; or that they were impro- 
perly employed in this great and wonderful W ork, 
the Reſurrection of Chriſt? Till ſome of theſe 
Points are diſproved, we may be at reſt; for the 
Angels were Miniſters, and not Witneſſes of the 
Reſurrection. And it is not upon the Credit of 
the poor filly Women that we believe Angels were 
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concerned, but upon the Report of thoſe who 
wrote the Goſpels, who deliver it as a Truth 
known to themſelves, and not merely as a Re- 


port taken from the Women. 


But for the Women, what ſhall I ſay? Silly as 
they were, I hope at leaſt they had Eyes and Ears, 
and cou'd tell what they heard and ſaw. In this 
Cale they tell no more; they report that the Body 
was not in the Sepulchre; but fo far from report- 
ing the Reſurrection, that they did not believe it, 
and were very anxious to find to what Place the 
Body was removed. Further, they were not em- 
ployed. For, I think, the Gentleman in another 
Part obſerves rightly, that they were not ſent to 
bear Teſtimony to any People. But ſuppoſe them 
to be Witneſſes; ſuppoſe them to be improper 
ones; yet the Evidence of the Men ſurely is not 
the worſe, becauſe ſome Women happened to ſee 
the ſame thing which they ſaw. And if Men on- 
ly muſt be admitted, of them we have enow to 
eſtabliſh this Truth. 

Iwill not ſpend your Time in enumerating theſe 
Witneſſes, or in ſetting forth the Demonſtration 
they had of the Truth which they report. Theſe 
Things are well known. If you queſtion their 
Sincerity, they lived miſerably, and died miſerably, 
for the ſake of this Truth. And what greater Evi- 
dence of Sincerity can Man give or require? And 
what is ſtill more, they were not deceived in their 
Expeftation by being ill treated; for he who em- 
ployed them, told them before-hand, that the 
World would hate them, and treat them with 


Contempt and Cruelty. 
* But 


82 J 

But leaving theſe weighty and well-known Cir- 
cumſtances to your own Reflexion, I beg leave to 
lay before you another Evidence, paſſed over in 
Silence by the Gentleman on the other Side. He 
took notice that a Reſurrection was ſo extraordi- 
nary a Thing, that no human Evidence cou'd ſup- 
port it. I am not ſure that he is not in the right. 


If twenty Men were to come into England with 


ſuch a Report from a diſtant Country, perhaps 
they might not find twenty more here to believe 
their Story. And J rather think the Gentleman 
may be in the right, becauſe in the preſent Caſe I 
ſee clearly, that the Credit of the Reſurrection of 
Chriſt was not truſted to mere human Evidence. 
To what Evidence it was truſted, we find by his 
own Declaration; The Spirit of Truth which pro- 
ceedeth from the Father, he ſhall teſtify of me; and 


ye alſo (ſpeaking to his Apoſtles} ſhall bear witneſs, 


becauſe ye have been with me from the beginning *, 
And therefore tho' the Apoſtles had convers'd with 
him forty Days after his Reſurrection, and had re- 
ceived his Commiſſion to go teach all Nations, 
yet he expreſly forbids them entring upon the 
Work, till they ſhou'd receive Powers from A- 
bove T. And St. Peter explains the Evidence of 
the Reſurrection in this manner: Ve (the Apoſtles) 
are his Witneſſes of theſe Things, and ſo is alſo the 
Holy Je, — God bath given to them who 95 
bim ||. 


Now, What were the Powers received by the 


Apoſtles? Were they not the Powers of Wiſdom 


* John XV. 20, 27. + Adds i. 1 Accs v. 32, 
and 
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and Courage, by which they were enabled to aps 
| pear before Rulers and Princes in the Name of 

Chriſt; the Power of Miracles, even of raiſing the 
Dead to Life, by which they convinc'd the World, 
that God was with them in what they ſaid and 
did? With reſpect to this Evidence, St. John ſays, 
If we receive the Witneſs of Men, the Witneſs of God 
75 greater *, Add to this, that the Apoſtles had a 
Power to communicate theſe Gifts to Believers. 
Can you wonder that Men believed the Reality of 
thoſe Powers of which they were Partakers, and 
became conſcious to themſelves? With reſpect to 
theſe communicated Powers, I ſuppoſe St. John 
ſpeaks, when he ſays, He that believeth on the Son 
of God, hath the Witneſs in himſelf f. Appealing 
not to an inward Teſtimony of the Spirit, in the 
Senſe of ſome modern Enthuſiaſts, but to the Pow- 
ers of the Spirit, which Believers received, and 
which were ſeen in the Effects that followed. 

It was objected, that the Apoſtles ſeparated 
themſelves to the Work of the Miniſtry, and 
one went into one Country, another to another; 
and conſequently, that the Belief of the Reſurre- 
ction was originally receiv'd every where upon the 
Teſtimony of one Witneſs. I vill not examine 
this Fact: Suppoſe it to be ſo. But did this one 
Witneſs go alone, when he was attended with the 
Powers of Heaven? Was not every blind Man re- 
ſtored to Sight, and every lame Man to his Feet, 
anew Witneſs to the Truth reported by the firſt ? 
Beſides, when the People of different Countries 


* 1 John v. g. + Ibid. Ter. 10. 
Ls | came 
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came to compare Notes, and found that they had 
all received the ſame Account of Chriſt, and of his 
Doctrine; then ſurely the Evidence of cheſe diſtant 
Witneſſes thus united, became ſtronger than if 
they had told their Story together : For twelve 
Men ſeparately examined, form a much ſtronger 
Proof for the Truth of any Fact, than twelve Men 
agreeing together in one Story. 

If the ſame Thing were to happen in our own 
Time: If one or two were to come into England, 
and report that a Man was raiſed from the Dead; 
and in conſequence of it, teach nothing but that 
we ought to love God and our Neighbours: If to 
confirm their Report, they ſhou'd, before our Eyes, 


cure the Blind, the Deaf, the Lame, and even raiſe 


the Dead to Life; if endow'd with all theſe Pow- 
ers, they ſhould live in Poverty and Diſtreſs, and 
patiently ſubmit to all that Scorn, Contempt, and 
Malice cou'd contrive to diſtreſs them; and at 
laſt ſacrifice even their Lives in Juſtification of the 
Truth of their Report: If upon Enquiry we ſhould 
find, that all the Countries in Europe had received 
the ſame Account, ſupported by the ſame miracu- 
lous Powers, atteſted in like manner by the Suf- 
ferings, and confirmed by the Blood of the Wit- 
neſſes ; I would fain know what any reaſonable 
Man would do in this Caſe? Wou'd he deſpiſe ſuch 


Evidence? I think he wou'd not; and whoever - 


thinks otherwiſe, muſt ſay, That a Reſurrection, 


tho' in its own Nature poſſible, is yet ſuch aThing, 


in which we ought not to believe either God 
or Man. 

Judge. Have you done, Sir. 
Ro CY MM. B 
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„ IVir. B. Ves, My Lord. 
Fudge. Go on Mr. A. if you have any Thing to 
ſay in Reply. | 
Mr. 4. My Lord, I ſhall trouble you with ve- 
ry little. The Objections and Anſwers under this 
Head, I ſhall leave to the Judgment of the Court; 
and beg leave only to make an Obſervation or two 
upon the laſt part of the Gentleman's Argument. 
And firſt, with reſpect to the Sufferings of the 
Apoſtles and Diſciples of Jeſus; and the Argument 
drawn from thence for the Truth of their Do- 
ctrines and Aſſertions; I beg leave to obſerve to 
you, That there is not a falſe Religion or Pretence 
in the World, but can produce the ſame Autho- 
rity, and ſhew many Inſtances of Men, who have 
ſuffered even to Death for the Truth of their ſeve- 
ral Profeſſions. If we conſult only modern Story, 
we ſhall find Papiſts ſuffering for Popery, Prote- 
ſtants for their Religion; and among Proteſtants, 
every Sect has had its Martyrs ; Puritans, Quakers, 
Fifth-Monarchy Men. In Henny VIIIth's Time, 
England ſaw both Popiſh and Proteſtant Martyrs 
in Queen Mary's Reign the Rage fell upon Prote- 
ſtants, in Queen Elizabeih's, Papiſts and Puritans 
were called ſometimes, tho” rarely, to this Tryal. 
Tn later Times, ſometimes Churchmen, ſometimes 
Diſſenters, were perſecuted. What muſt we ſay 
then? All theſe Sufferers had not Truth with them; 
and yet, if there be any Weight in this Argument 
from Suffering, they have all a Right to plead ir. 
But II may be told, perhaps, that Men by their 
Sufferings, tho' they do not prove their Doctrines 
to be true, yet prove at leaſt their own Sincerity : 
As 
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As if it were a thing impoſſible for Men to diſſem- 
ble at the Point of Death! Alas! How many In- 


ſtances are there of Men's denying Facts plainly 


proved, aſſerting Facts plainly diſproved, even with 
the Rope about their Necks? Muſt all ſuch paſs 
for innocent Sufferers, ſincere Men? If not, it muſt 
be allowed, that a Man's Word at the Point of 
Death is not always to be relied on. 

Another Obſervation TI wou'd make, is with re- 


ſpect to the Evidence of the Spirit, on which ſo 
much Streſs is laid. It has been hitherto inſiſted 


on, that the Reſurrection was a Matter of Fact, 
and ſuch a Fact, as was capable and proper to be 
ſupported by the Evidence of Senſe. How comes 
it about, that this Evidence, this which is the pro- 
per Evidence, is given up as inſufficient, and a 
new improper Evidence introduced? Is it no: ſur- 
prizing, that one great Miracle ſhou'd want an 


hundred more to prove it? Every Miracle is itſelf 


an Appeal to Senſe, and therefore admits no Evi- 
dence but that of Senſe. And there is no Conne- 
ction between a Miracle done this Year and laſt 
Year. It does not follow therefore, becauſe Pe- 
ter cured a lame Man (allowing the Fact) that 
therefore Chriſt roſe from the Dead. 

But allowing the Gentleman all he demands, 


what is it to us? They who had the Witneſs 


within them, did perhaps very well to conſult him, 
and to take his Word; but how am I, or others, 
who have not this Witneſs in us, the better for it? 
If the firſt Ages of the Church faw all the Won- 
ders related by the Gentleman, and believed, it 


ſhews at leaſt, in his Opinion, that this ſtrong Evie 
=... dence. 
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dence was neceſſary to create the Belief he requires; ; 
why then does he require this Belief of us, who 
have not this ſtrong Evidence? 


Fudge. Very well. Gentlemen of the Jury, 
you have heard the Proofs and Arguments on both 
Sides, and it is now _ Part to give a Ver- 
dick. 

Here the Gentlemen whiſpered together, and 
the Foreman ſtood up. 

Foreman. My Lord, The Cauſe has been long, 
and conſiſts of ſeveral Articles, therefore the Jury 
hope you will give them your Directions. 

Fudge. No, no; you are very able to judge 
without my Help. 

Mr. A. My Lord, Pray conſider, you appoint= 
ed this Meeting, and choſe your Office. Mr. 
B. and I have gone through our Parts, and 
have ſome Right to inſiſt on your doing your 
Part. 

Mr. B. I muſt join, Sir, in that Requeſt. 

Judge. I have often heard, that all Honour has 
a Burden attending it; But I did not ſuſpect it in 
this Office, which I conferred upon myſelf. But 
ſince it muſt be fo, I will recollect, and lay before 
you, as well as I can, the Subſtance of rhe De- 
bate. 

Gentlemen of the Jury; The Queſtion before 
you, is, Whether the Witneſſes of the Reſur- 
rection of Chriſt are guilty of giving falſe * 
dence, or no. 

Two ſorts of Objections, or Accuſurions are 
brought againſt them, One charges Fraud and 

Decceit 
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Deceit on the Tranſaction itſelf; the other charges 


the Evidence as forged, and inſufficient to ſupport 
the Credit of ſo extraordinary an Event. 

There are alſo three Periods of Time to be 
conſidered. 


The firſt takes in the Miniſtry of Chriſt, and 


ends at his Death. During this Period the Fraud 
is ſuppoſed to be contrived. 

The ſecond reaches from his Death to his Re- 
ſurrection. During this Period the Fraud is ſup- 
poſed to be executed. 

The third begins from the Reſurrection, and 


takes in the whole Miniſtry of the Apoſtles. And 


— 


here the Evidence they gave the World for this 


Fact is the main Conſideration. 


As to the firſt Period of Time, and the Fraud 


charged upon Jeſus, I muſt obſcrve to you, that 
this Charge had no Evidence to ſupport it; all the 
Facts reported of Jeſus ſtand in full Contradiction 
to it. To ſuppoſe, as the Council did, that this 
Fraud might poſſibly appear, if we had any Jewiſo 


| Books written at the Time, is not to bring Proof, 


but to wiſh for Proof; for as it was rightly ob- 
ſerved on the other ſide, how does Mr. A. know 
there were any ſuch Books? And ſince they are 
loſt, how does he know what was in them? Were 


ſuch Books extant, they might probably prove be- 
 yond Diſpute the Facts recorded in the Goſpels. 


You were told that the Jews were a very ſu- 
perſtitious People, much addicted to Prophecy, 
and particularly that they had a ſtrong Expecta- 
tion about the Time that Chriſt appeared, to have 


a victorious Prince riſe among them. This is laid 
2 | as 
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as the Ground of Suſpicion; and in fact, many 
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Impoſtors you are told, ſet up upon theſe N ot ions 
of the People; and thence it is inferred that 


Chriſt built his Scheme upon the Strength of theſe 


popular Prejudices. But when this Fact came to 


be examined on the other Side, it appeared that 


Chriſt was ſo far from falling in with theſe No- 
tions, and abuſing the Credulity of the People, 
that it was his main Point to correct theſe Preju- 
dices, to oppoſe theſe Superſtitions; and by theſe 
very Means, he fell into Diſgrace with his Country- 
men, and ſuffered as one, who in their Opinion, 
deſtroyed the Law and the Prophets. With re- 
ſpect to temporal Power, ſo far was he from aim- 
ing at it, that he refuſed it when offered; So far 


from giving any Hopes of it to his Diſciples, that 


he invited Men upon quite different Terms; 7 
take up the Croſs, and follow him. And it is ob- 


ſervable, that after he had foretold his Death and 
Reſurrection, he continued to admoniſh his Diſ- 


ciples of the Evils they were to ſuffer; to tell 
them that the World would hate them, and abuſe 
them; which ſurely to common Senſe has no Ap- 
pearance that he was then contriving a Cheat, or 
encouraging his Diſciples to execute it. WY 
But as ill ſupported as this Charge is, there was 
no avoiding it; it was Neceſſity, and not Choice, 


which drove the Gentleman to it: For ſince Chriſt 


had foretold his Reſurrection, if the whole was a 
Cheat, he certainly was conſcious to it, and con- 
ſequently the Plot was laid in his own Time. And 
yet the ſuppoſing Chriſt conſcious to ſuch a Fraud 
in —_ Circumſtances, is contrary to all Probabj- 
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lity. It is very improbable, that He, or any Man, 


ſhould without any Temptation, contrive a Cheat 
to take place aſter his Death. And if this could be 
fuppoſed 8 highly improbable that he ſhould 
give publick Notice of it, and thereby put all 
Men on their guard; eſpecially conſidering there 
were only a few Women, and twelve Men of low 
Fortunes, and mean Education, to conduct the 
Plot; and the whole Power of the Jes and Ro- 
mans to oppoſe it. 

Mr. A. ſeemed ſenſible of theſe Difficulties and 
therefore would have varied the Charge, and have 
made Chriſt an Enthuſiaſt, and his Diſciples only 


Cheats. This was not properly moved, and there- 
fore not debated; for which Reaſon I ſhall paſs it 


over with this ſhort Obſervation; that Enthuſiaſm 
is as contrary to the whole Character and Conduct 
of Chriſt, as even Fraud is. Beſides, this Imagina- 


tion, if allowed, goes only to Chriſt's own part; 


and leaves the Charge of Fraud, in its full extent, 


upon the Management from the time of his Death; 
and therefore is of no uſe, unleſs the Fraud 4 
terwards be apparent. For if there really was 

Reſurrection, it will ſufficiently anſwer the — 


of Enthuſiaſm. 


I paſs on then to the ſecond Period, to conſider 


what happen'd between the Death and Reſurrecti- 
on of Chriſt. And here it is agreed that Chriſt 
died, and was buried. 80 far then there was no 


Fraud. 


For the better underſtanding the Charge here, 
we muſt recolle& a material Circumſtance re- 


ported by one of the Evangeliſts; which is this: 
After 


,-_ 
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After Chriſt was buried, the chief Prieſts and 
Phariſees came to Pilate the Roman Governor, and 
informed him that this Deceiver, (meaning 
Jeſus ) had in his Life-time foretold, rhat he 
would riſe again after three Days; that they ſuf- 
pected his Diſciples would ſteal away the Body» 
and pretend a Reſurrection; and then the 1ſt 
Error would bs worſt than the firſt, They there» 
fore deſire a Guard to watch the Sepulehre, to 
prevent all Fraud. They had one granted; ac- 
cordingly they placed a Watch on the Sepul- 
"__ and ſealed =p the Stone at the Mouth of 
it. 

What the Event of this Caſe was, the fame 
Writer tells us. The Guards ſaw the Stone re- 
moved by Angels, and for Fear they became 
as dead Men: When they came to. the City, 
they reported to the chief Prieſts what had hap- 
pen'd: A Council is called, and a Reſolution ta- 
ken to bribe the Soldiers to ſay, that the Body 
was ſtolen while they were aſleep; and the Coun- 
cil undertook to excuſe the Soldiers to Pilate, for 
their Negligence in _—_ aſleep when they were 
on Duty. 

Thus the Fact ands i in the original Record, 
Now the Council for Woolſton maintains, that the 
Story reported by the Soldiers, after they had been 
bribed by the chief Prieſts, contains the true Ac. 
count of this pretended Reſurrection. 

The Gentleman. was fenfible of a Difficulty 
in his way, to account for the Credit which 
the Jews gave to the Prediction of Chriſt ; for 
if as he pretends, they knew him to be an Im- 
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poſtor, what Reaſon had they to take any No- 
rice of his Prediction? And therefore, that very 
Caution in this Caſe betrayed their Concern, 


and ſhewed that they were not ſatisfied that his 


Pretenſions were groundleſs. To obviate this, 
he ſays, that they had diſcovered before, one great 
Cheat in the Caſe of Lazarus, and therefore were 
ſuſpicious of another in this Caſe. He was an- 
ſwered, That the Diſcovery of a Cheat in the 
Caſe bifore-inentioned, ought rather to have ſet 
them at eaſe, and made them quite ſecure as to 
the Event of the Prediction. In Reply he ſays, 


that the chief Prieſts, however ſatisfied of the 


Cheat themſelves, had found that it prevailed a- 
mong the People; and to ſecure the People from 


being farther impoſed. bg they uſed the Caution 


they did. 
This is the Subſtance of tho Argument on both 


Sides. 


I muſt obſerve to you, that this Reaſoning from : 
the Caſe of Lazarus has no Foundation in Hiſtory ; * 


there is no Pretence for ſaying, that the Fews in 
this whole Affair had any particular Regard to the 
raiſing of Lazarus: And if they had any ſuch juſt 
Suſpicion, why was 1t not mention'd at the Trial of 


Chriſt? There was then an Opportunity of opening 


the whole Fraud, and undeceiving the People. 
The Jews had a plain Law for puniſhing a falſe 
Prophet; and what cou'd be a ſtronger Convicti- 
on, than ſuch a Cheat made manifeſt? Why then 
was this Advantage loſt? 

The Gentleman builds this Obſervation on theſe 


Words So the * Error * be worſe than the firſt. 


But 
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But is _ here any thing ſaid about Lazarus? 
No; the Words are a proverbial Form of Speech, 
and probably were uſed without relation to any 
particular Caſe. But if a particular Meaning muſt 
be aſſigned, it is more probable, that the Words 
being uſed to Pilate, contained a Reaſon applica- 
ble to him. Now Pilate had been drawn in to 
conſent to the Crucifixion, for fear the Jews ſhou'd 
{ct up Jeſus to be their King in Oppoſition to Cæ- 
far; therefore ſay the chief Prieſts to him, If once 
the People believe him to be riſen from the dead, 
the laſt Error will be worſe than the firſt; i. e. they 
will be more inclined and encouraged to rebel a- 
gainſt the Romans than ever. This is a natural 
Senſe of the Words, as they are uſed to move the 
Roman Governor to allow them a Guard. Whe- 6 
ther Lazarus were dead or alive; whether Chriſt 
came to deſtroy the Law and the Prophets, or to 
eſtabliſh or confirm them, was of little moment to 
Pilate. It is plain, he was touched by none of 
. theſe Conſiderations; and refuſed to be concerned 
| in the Affair of Chriſt, till he was alarm'd with 
the Suggeſtions of Danger to the Roman State. 
: This was the fir} Fear that moved him; muſt not 
J therefore the ſecond now — to him be of 
the ſame Kind? 
The next Circumſtance to be conſider'd, is that 
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; of the Seal upon the Stone of the Sepulchre. The 
. Council for Moolſton ſuppoſes an Agreement be- 
1 tween the Jews and Diſciples about ſetting this 

Seal. But for this Agreement there is no Evi- 
e dence; nay, to ſuppoſe it, contradicts the whole 
L Series of the Hiſtory, as the Gentleman on the 
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other Side obſerv'd. I will not enter into the Par- 
ticulars of this Debate; for it is needleſs. The 


plain natural Account given of this Matter, ſnuts 


out all other Suppoſitions. Mr. B. obſerv'd to 
you, that the Jews having a Guard, ſet the Seal 
to prevent any Combination among the Guards to 
deceive them; which ſeems a plain and ſatisfactory 
Account. The Council for W. replies, Let the 
Uſe of the Seals be what they will, it is plain they 
were broken; and if they were uſed as a Cheek 
upon the Roman Soldiers, then probably they con- 
ſented to the Fraud; and then tis eaſily een 
how the Body was removed. 
I muſt obſerve to you here, that this Suſpicion 
agrees neither with the Account given by the E- 
vangeliſt, nor with the Story ſet about by the 
Jews; ſo that it is utterly t by _ Evi» 
dence. | 
Nor has it any Probability in it. For what 
cou'd move. Pilate, and the Roman Soldiers, to 
propagate ſuch a Cheat? He had crucify'd Chrift 
for no other Reaſon, but for fear the People ſhou'd 
revolt from the Romans; perhaps too he conſented 


to place a Guard upon the Sepulchre, to put an 


end to the People's Hope in Jeſus; and is it likely 


at laſt that he was conſenting to a Cheat, to make 


the People believe him rifen from the dead? The 
thing, of all others which he was obliged, as his 
Apprehenſions were, to prevent. 

The next Circumſtance inſiſted on as a Proof of 
the Fraud, is, that Jeſus roſe before the Time he 
had appointed. Mr. A. ſuppoſes that the Diſci- 


ples haften'd the * for fear of Fg in with 


Multi- 
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Multitudes, who waited only for the appointed 


Time to be at the Sepulchre, and to ſee with their 
own Eyes. He was anſwer'd, that the Diſciples 
were not, cou'd not be concern'd, or be preſent at 


moving the Body; that they were diſpers'd, and 


lay concealed for fear of the Jews that haſt'ning 
the Plot was of no Uſe, for the Reſurrection hap- 
pened whilſt the Guards were at the Sepulchre; 
who were probably enow to prevent Violence; 
certainly enow to diſcover it, if any were uſed. 
This Difficulty then reſts merely upon the rec- 
koning of the Time. Chriſt died on Friday, roſe 
early on Sunday. The Queſtion is, Whether this 


was riſing the third Day according to the Predicti- 


on? I will refer the Authorities made uſe of in this 
Caſe to your Memory, and add only one Obſerva- 
tion, to ſhew that it was indeed the third Day ac- 


cording as the People of the Country reckon'd. 
When Chriſt talked with the two Diſciples who 


knew him not, they gave him an Account of his 


own Crucifixion, and their Diſappointment; and 


tell him, To day is the third Day ſince theſe things 
ere done. Now this Converſation was on the ve- 


ry Day of the Reſurrection. And the Diſciples 
thought of nothing leſs than anſwering an Objecti- 

on againſt the Reſurrection, which as yet they did 
not believe. They recount only a Matter of Fact, 


and reckon the Time according to the Uſage of 
their Country, and call the Day of the Reſurre- 
ction he third Day from the Crucifixion; which 
is a plain Evidence, in what manner the Jes rec- 


kon'd in this and like Cafes. 


Luke xxiv. 21. 


As 
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As the Objections in this Caſe are founded updfi 
the Story reported by the Jews, and the Romain 
Soldiers; Mr. B. in his Anſwer, endeavour'd te 
ſhew from ſome hiſtorical Paſſages, that the Jews 
themſelves did not believe the Story. | 

His firſt Argument was, That the Jews never 
queſtion'd the Diſciples for this Cheat, and the 
Share they had in it, when they had them in their 
Power. And yet who ſees not that it was very 
much to their Purpoſe ſo to do? To this there is no 
Reply. 

The ſecond Auen was 0 the Treatment 


St. Paul had from King Agrippa, and his ſaying to 


St. Paul, Almoſt thou perſuadeſt me to be a Chriſtian. 
A Speech, which he reckons cou'd not be made 
by a Prince, to one concern'd in carrying on a 
known Cheat. 'To this the Gentleman replies, 
That Agrippa never did become a Chriſtian, and 


that no great Streſs is to be laid upon his Complai- 


ſance to his Priſoner. But allowing that there 

was ſomething of Humanity and Civility in the 

Expreſſion, yet ſuch Civility cou'd hardly be paid 

to a known Impoſtor. There is a Propriety even 

in Civility; a Prince may be civil to a Rebel, but 
he will hardly compliment him for his Loyalty; 
he may be civil to a poor Sectary, but if he 
knows him to be a Cheat, he will ſcarcely compli- 
ment him with Hopes that he will be of his 

Party. 

The third Argument was from the Advice given by 
Gamaliel to the Council of the Fews, to let the Apo- 
Mes alone, for fear they themſelves ſhould be found to 

fight againſs God: 185 poſition which the Gentleman 

thinks 
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thinks abſolutely inconfiſfent with his or the Coun- 
cil's being perſuaded, that the Apoſtles were guil- 


ty of any Fraud in managing the” Reſurrection of 


Chriſt. | 

The Gentleman replies, That Gamaliel's Advice 
reſpected only the Numbers of People deceived, 
and was a Declaration of his Opinion, that it was 
not prudent to come to Extremities till the People 
were in a better Temper. This nen Conſide- 
ration. 

Firſt, 1 obſerye, that Gamaliels Words are ex- 
preſs, leſt ye be found to fight againſ} God, which 
Reaſon reſpects God, and not the People. And 
the Suppoſition | is, that the Hand of God might poſ- 
ſibly be i in this Work: A Saying which cou'd not 
have come from him, or have been received by the 
Council, if they had believed the © NPC to 
have bath a Cheat. 

Secondly, It is remarkable, 4 the Miracles 


E wrought by the Apoſtles after the Death of Chriſt, 


thoſe eſpecially which occaſioned the calling this 
Council, had a much greater Effect upon the Jews, 
than even the Miracles of Chriſt himſelf. They 
held out againſt all the Wonders of Chriſt, and 


were perpetually plotting his Death, not doubting 


but that wou'd put an End to their Trouble: But 


when after his Death, they ſaw the ſame Powers 
continue with the Apoſtles, they ſaw no End of 


the Affair, but began to think in earneſt there 
might be more in it than they were willing to be- 


lieve. And upon the Report made to them of 


the Apoſtles Works, they make ſerious Reflexion, 


and doubted Wie; eunto this ot grow. And tho? 
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in their Anger and Vexation of Heart they choughit 
of deſperate Remedies, and were for killing the 
Apoſtles alſo, yet they hearkened willingly to Ga- 
_ maliePs Advice, which at another Time might 
have been dangerous to the Adviſer. So that it 
appears from the Hiſtory, that the whole Council 
had the fame Doubt that Gamaliel had, that poſſi- 
bly the Hand of God might be in this Thing. And 
cou'd the Jews, if they had manifeſtly diſcovered 
the Cheat of the Reſurrection a little time — 
have entertained ſuch a Suſpicion? 

The laſt Period commences at the Reſurrection, 


and takes in the Evidence upon which the Credit 


of this Fact ſtands. „ 

The Council for Moolſton, among other Diffi- 
culties, ſtarted one, which, if well grounded, ex- 
cludes all Evidence out of this Caſe. The Reſur- 
rection being a Thing out of the Courſe of Na- 
rure, he thinks the Teſtimony of Nature, held 
Forth to us in her conſtant Method of working, a 
ftronger Evidence againſt the Poſſibility of à Re- 
ſurrection, than any human Evidence can be for 


the Reality of one. 
In anſwer to this, it is ſaid on the other Side, 


Firſt, That a Reſurrection is a Thing to be judged 
of by Men's Senſes; and this cannot be doubted. 
We all know when a Man is dead; and ſhou'd he 
come to Life again, we might judge whether he 
vas alive or no, by the very ſame Means by which 
ve judge thoſe about us to be living Men. 
Secondly, That the Notion of a Reſurrection con- 


tradicts no one Principle of right Reaſon, interferes 


with no Law of Nature. And that whoever ad- 
| mits 
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mits that God gave Man Life at firſt, cannot vole. 
ſibly doubt of his Power to reſtore it when loſt. 

. Thirdly, That appealing to the ſettled Courſe of 
Nature, is referring the Matter in Diſpute, not 


to Rules or Maxims of Reaſon and true Philoſo- 


phy, but to the Prejudices and Miſtakes of Men; 
which are various and infinite, and differ ſome- 
times according to the Climate Men live in; 
becauſe Men form a Notion of Nature from 
what they ſee; and therefore in cold Countries all 
Men judge it to be according to the Courſe of 
Nature for Water to freeze, in warm Countries 
they judge it to be unnatural. Conſequently, that 
it is not enough to prove any Thing to be con- 
trary to the Laws of Nature, to ſay that it is uſu- 
ally, or conſtantly, to our Obſervation, otherwiſe. 
And therefore, tho' Men in the ordinary Courſe 
die, and do not riſe again, (which is certainly a 
Prejudice againſt the Belief of a Reſurrection) yet 
is it not an Argument againſt the Poſſibility of a 
Reſurrection. 


Another Objection was againſt the Reality of 


the Body of Chriſt after it came ſrom the Grave. 
Theſe Objections are founded upon ſuch Paſſages 
as report his appearing or diſappearing to the Eyes 


of his Diſciples at pleaſure; his coming in among 


them when the Doors were ſhut; his forbidding 


ſome to touch him, his inviting others to do it; 
his having the very Wounds whereof he died, freſh 


and open in his Body, and the like. Hence the 


Council concluded that it was no real Body, which 


was ſometimes viſible, ſometimes inviſible; ſome- 
N 2 times 
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times capable of being tonched, ſometimes inca- 


pable. 
On the other Side, it was anſwered, That many 
of theſe Objections are founded on a miſtaken) Senſe 


of the Paſſages referred to; particularly of the Paſ- 
ſage in which Chriſt is thought to forbid Mary 


Magdalen to touch him ; of another, in which 


he calls to Thomas to examine his Wounds; and pro- 


bably of a third, relating to Chriſt's Converſation 


with his Diſciples on the Road, withour being 
known by them. 

As to other Paſſages, which relate his appearing 
and diſappear! ing, and coming in when the Doors 
were ſhut, it is faid, that no Concluſion can be 
drawn from them againſt the Reality of Chriſt's 
Body : That theſe Things might happen many 
Ways, and yet the Body be real; which is the 
only Point to which the preſent Objection ex- 
tends: That there might be in this, and probably 


was, ſomething miraculous; but nothing more 
wonderful than what happened on anorher Occa- 
ſion in his Life- time; where the Gentleman who 


makes the W e allows him to have had a 


real Body. 


mention theſe Things but briefly, juſt to bring 


the Courſe of the Argument to your Remem- 


brance. 


The next Objection is taken Hom hence, That 
Chriſt did not appear publickly to-the People, and 
particularly to the Chief Prieſts and Rulers of the 


Fews. It is ſaid, that his Commiſſion related to 
them in an eſpecial manner; and that it appears 
ſtrange, that the main Proof of his Miſſion, the 

Reſur- 
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Reſurrection, ſhou'd not be laid before them; but 
that Witneſſes ſnou'd be picked and culled to ſee; 


this mighty Wonder. This is the Force of the 
Objection. | 
To which it is anſwer'd, Firſt, That the particu- 
lar Commiſſion to the Jews expired at the Death 
of Chriſt, and therefore the Jews had, on this Ac- 
count, no Claim for any particular Evidence. And 
it is inſiſted, that Chriſt, before his Death, decla- 
red the Jews ſhou'd not ſee him, till they were 
better diſpoſed to receive him. 
. Secondly, That as the whole World hag a Con. 
cern in the Reſurrection of Chriſt, it was neceſſary 


to prepare a proper Evidence for the whole World; 
which was not to be done by any particular Satiſ- 


faction given to the TOI of the Jews, or their 
Rulers. 

Thirdly, That as to the choſen Witneſſes, it is a 
Miſtake to think that they were choſen as the only 
Perſons to fee Chriſt after the Reſurrection; and 


that in truth many others did ſee him; but that 


the Witneſſes were choſen as proper Perſons to 


bear Teſtimony to all People; an Office to which 
many others who did fee Chriſt, were not particu- 
larly commiſſioned. That making Choice of pro- 


per and credible Witneſſes, was ſo far from being 
a Ground of juſt Suſpicion, that it is in all Caſes 
the molt proper way to exclude Suſpicion. 

The next Objection is pointed againſt the Evi- 


dence of the Angels, and the Women. It is ſaid, 


that Hiſtory reports that the Women ſaw young 


Men at the Sepulchre; that they were advanced 


into Angels merely thro” the Fear and Superſtition 
of 
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of the Women: That at the beſt, this is but a Story 
of an Apparition; a Thing in Times of Ignorance 


much talked of, but in the Days of Knowledge 


never heard of. 
In anſwer to this, it is ſaid, That the Angels are 
not properly reckoned among the Witneſſes of the 


Reſurrection; they were not in the Number of 


the choſen Witneſſes, or ſent to bear Teſtimony 
in the World: That they were indeed Miniſters 
of God appointed to attend the Reſurrection: That 
God has ſuch Minifters, cannot be reaſonably 


_ doubted; nor can it be objected that they were 


improperly employed, or below their Dignity, in 
attending on the Reſurrection of Chriſt : That we 
believe them to be Angels, not on the Report of 
the Women, but upon the Credit of the Evange- 


lift who affirms it. That what is ſaid of Appari- 
tions on this Occaſion, may paſs for Wit and Ri- 
dicule, but yields no Reaſon or Argument. 


The Objection to the Women was, I think, 


only that they were Women; which was ſtrength- 


ned by calling them ſilly Women. 


It was anſwered, that Women have Eyes and 


Ears as well as Men, and can tell what they ſee 
and hear. And it happened in this Caſe, that the 
Women were ſo far from being credulous, that 
they believed not the Angels, and hardly believed 
their own Report. However that the Women 
are none of the choſen Witneſſes; and if they 


were, the Evidence of the Men cannot be ſet a- 


fide, becauſe Women ſaw what they ſaw. 
This is the Subſtance of the Objections and 


The 
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The bu for the Apoſtles inſiſted further, 
That they gave the greateſt Aſſurance to the 
World, that poſſibly cou'd be given, of their 
ſincere Dealing, by ſuffering all Kinds of Hard- 
ſhip, and at laſt Death itſelf, in Confirmation of 


the Truth of their Evidence. 


The Council for Moolſton, in Reply to this, cold 


you, That all Religions, whether true or falſe, 
have had their Martyrs; that no Opinion, how- 


ever abſurd, can be named, but ſome have been 
content to die for it; and then concluded, that 
Suffering is no Evidence of the Truth of the ue. 
nions for which Men ſuffer. - 

To clear this Matter to you, I ot "obſerve 
how this Cafe ſtands. You have heard often, in 


the Courſe of this Argument, that the Apoſtles 


were Witneſſes choſen to bear Teſtimony to the 
Reſurrection; and, for that Reaſon, had the fulleſt 


Evidence an of the Truth of it; not mere- 
ly by ſeeing Chriſt once or twice after his Death, 


but by frequent Converſations with him for forry 
Days together, before his Aſcenſion. That, this 


was their proper Buſineſs, appears plainly from 


Hiſtory, where we find, that to-ordain an Apo- 


ſtle, was the ſame thing as ordaining one to be a 


Witneſs of the Reſurreftion. * If you look further 


to the preaching of the Apoſtles, you will find 
this was the great Article inſiſted on. f And St. 


Paul knew the Weight of this Article, and the 


Neceſſity of teaching it, when he ſaid, I . be 
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mot riſen,” our Faith is vain. You ſee then, that; the 
thing which the Apoſtles, teſtified, and, the thing 
For which they ſuffered, was the Truth of the Re- 
ſurrection; which is a mere Matter of F act. 
Conſider now how the Objection ſtands. The 
Council for Moolſton tells you, that 'tis common 
for Men to die for falſe Opinions; and he tells you 


nothing but the Truth. But even in thoſe Caſes 


their ſuffering is an Evidence of their. Sincerity; 
and it would be very hard to charge Men who die 


for the Doctrine they profeſs, with Inſincerity in 


the Profeſſion. Miſtaken they may be; but every 
miſtaken Man is not a Cheat. Now if you will 


allow the Suffering of the Apoſtles to prove their 


Sincerity, which you cannot well diſallow; and 


conſider that they died for the Truth of a Matter 
of Fact which they bad ſeen themſelves, you will 
perceive how ſtrong the Evidence is in this Caſe. 


In Doctrines and Matters of Opinion, Men miſtake | 


perpetually; and it is no Reaſon for me to take up 
with another Man's Opinion, becauſe I am per- 
ſuaded he is ſincere in it. But when a Man reports 
to me an uncommon Fact, yet ſuch an one, as in 


its own Nature is a plain Object of Senſe; if I 


believe him not, it is — ſuſpect his Eyes, 


or his Senſe of Feeling, but merely becauſe I ſu- 
ſpect his Sincerity. For if I was to ſee the 


fame thing myſelf, I ſhould believe myſelf; and 
therefore my Suſpicion does not ariſe from the In- 
ability of human Senſes to judge in the Caſe, but 
from a Doubt of the Sincerity of the Reporter. 
In ſuch Caſes therefore ** wants nothing to be 
proved, 
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proved, but only the Sincerity of the Reporter: 
and ſince voluntary Suffering for the Truth, is at 
leaſt a Proof of Sincerity; the Sufferings 5 the 
Apoſtles for the Truth of the Reſurrection, is a 
full and unexceptionable Proof. 

The Council for Moolſton was ſenſible of this 
Difference, and therefore he added, that there are 
many Inſtances of Mens ſuffering and dying in an 
obſtinate Denial of the Truth of Facts plainly 
proved. This Obſervation is alſo true. I remems 
ber a Story of a Man who endured with great Con- 
ſtancy all the Tortures of rhe Rack, denying the 
Fact with which he was charged. When he was 
asked afterwards, how he could hold out againſt 
all the Tortures? He anſwered, I had painted a 
Gallows upon the Toe of my Shoe, and when the 
Rack ſtretched me, I looked on the Gallows, and 


bore the Pain, to fave my Life. This Man denied 


a plain Fact, under great Torture, but you ſee 
a Reaſon for it. In other Caſes, when Criminals 
perſiſt in denying their Crimes, they often do it, 
and there is Reaſon to ſuſpect they do it always, 
in Hopes of a Pardon or Reprieve. But what are 
theſe Inſtances to the preſent purpoſe? All theſe 
Men ſuffer againſt their Will; and for their Crimes; 
and their Obſtinacy is built on the Hope of eſcaping, 
by moving the Compaſhon of the Government. 
Can the Gentleman give any Inſtances of Perſons 
who died willingly in Atteſtation of a falſe Fact? 
We have had in England ſome weak enough to 
die for the _ O OR z but do you think 
O a Man 


. m A w!) Hi — * —— o - 
= —— "= 
. - Pp * 
n .- 
j — 


— — 


[106 


1 Man could be found to die in Proof of the Pope's 


being actually on the Throne of England. 


Now the Apoſtles died in aſſerting the Truth 
of Chriſt's Reſurrection. It was always in their 
Power to quit their Evidence, and fave their Lives. 


Even their bittereſt Enemies, the Jews, required 


no more of them than to he ſilent &. Others have 
denied Facts, or aſſerted Facts, in hopes of faving their 
Lives, when they were under Sentence of Death: 
But theſe Men atteſted a Fact at the expence of 
their Lives, which they might have ſaved by de- 


nying the Truth. So that between Criminals dy- 


ing and denying plain Facts, and the Apoſtles dy- 
ing for their Teſtimony, there is this material Dif- 
ference: Criminals deny the Truth in hopes of ſa- 
ving their Lives; the Apoſtles willingly parted 


with their Lives, rather than deny the Truth. 
We are come now to the laſt, and indeed the 


moſt weighty Conſideration. 

The Council for the Apoſtles being in the 
Courle of the Argument allowed, that more Eyi- 
dence is required to ſupport the Credit of the Re- 


ſurrection, it being a very extraordinary Event, 


than is neceſſary in common Caſes; in the latter 
Part of his Defence ſets forth the extraordinary E- 


vidence upon which this Fact ſtands. This is the 


Evidence of the Spiritz the Spirit of Wiſdom 


and Power, which was given to the Apoſtles, to 
enable them to confirm their Teſtimony by Signs 


and Wonders, and mighty Works. This Part of 
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the Argument was 5 argued by the Gentleman, 
and I need not repeat all he ſaid. 

The Council for Moolſton in his Reply, made 
two Objections to this Evidence. 

The firſt was this; That the Reſarretion ha- 
ving all along been pleaded to be a Matter of Fact 
and an Object of Senſe; to recur to Miracles for 
the Proof of it, is to take it out of its proper 
Evidence, the Evidence of Senſe; and to reſt it 


upon a Proof which cannot be applied to it; for 
ſeeing one Miracle, he ſays, is no Evidence that 


another Miracle was wrought before it ; as healing 


a ſick Man, is no Evidence that a 4520 Man was 


raiſed to life. 
To clear this Difficulty, you muſt conſider 
by what Train of Reaſoning Miracles come to be 
Proofs in any Caſe. A Miracle of itſelf proves 
nothing, unleſs this only, that there is a Cauſe 
equal to the producing the Effect we ſee. Sup- 
poſe you ſhou'd ſee a Man raiſe one from the dead, 
and he ſhou'd go away and ſay nothing to you, 
you wou'd not find that any Fact, or any Propo- 
fition, was prov'd or diſprov'd by this Miracle. 
But ſhou'd he declare to you, in the Name of him, 
by whoſe Power the Miracle was wrought, that 
Image-Worſhip was unlawful, you wou'd then 
be poſſeſs'd of a Proof againſt Image-Worſhip. 
But how? Not becauſe rhe Miracle proves any 
thing, as to the Point itſelf; but becauſe the Man's 
Declaration is authorized by him who wrought 
the Miracle in Confirmation of his Doctrine. 
And therefore Miracles are directly a Proof of the 
O 2 Author 
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Authority of Perſons, and not of the: i: of 
Things. 
To apply this to the preſent Caſe: If the A- 
ſtles had wrought Miracles, and ſaid nothing of 
the Reſurrection, the Miracles would have proved 
nothing about the Reſurrection, one way or other. 
But when as Eye- witneſſes they atteſted the Truth 
of the Reſurrection, and wrought Miracles to 
confirm their Authority; the Miracles did not di- 
rectly prove the Reſurrection; but they confirmed 
and eſtabliſn'd beyond all Suſpicion the proper E- 
vidence, the Evidence of Eye-witneſſes. So that 
here is no Change of the Evidence from proper to 
improper; the Fact ſtill reſts upon the Evidence of 
Senſe, confirmed and ſtrengthen'd by the Autho- 
rity of the Spirit. If a Witneſs calls in his Neigh- 
bours to atteſt his Veracity, they prove nothing as 
to the Fact in queſtion, but only confirm the Evi- 
dence of the Witneſs. The Caſe here is the fame; 
tho' between the Authorities brought in Confir- 
mation of the Evidence, there is no Compariſon. 

The ſecond Objection was, That this Evidence, 
however good it may be in its kind, is yet nothing 
to us. It was well, the Gentleman ſays, for thoſe 
who had it; but what is that to us, who have i it 
not? 

To adjuſt this Difficulty, I muſt obſerve to you, 
that the Evidence, now under Conſiderat ion, was 
not a private Evidence of the Spirit, or any in- 
ward Light, like to that which the Quakers in our 

Time pretend to; but an Evidence appearing in 
the manifeſt and viſible Works of the Spirit: And 
f this 
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this Evidence was capable of being tranſmitted, | 


and actually has been tranfmitted to us upon un- 
queſtionable Authority : And toallow the Evidence 
to have been good in the firſt Ages, and not in 
this, ſeems to me to be a Contradiction to the 
Rules of Reaſoning. For if we ſee enough to 
judge that the firſt Ages had Reaſon to believe, 
we mult needs ſee at the fame time, that it is rea- 
ſonable for us alſo to believe. As the preſent Que- 


ſtion only relates to the Nature of the Evidence, 


it was not neceſſary to produce from Hiftory the 
Inſtances to ſhew in how plentiful a manner this 


Evidence was granted to the Church. Whoever 


wants this Satisfaction, may eaſily have it. 

Gentlemen of the Jury, I have laid before you 
the Subſtance of what has been ſaid on both Sides. 
You are now to conſider of it, and to give your 


Verdict. 
The Fury conſulted together, and the Foreman roſe up. 


Foreman. My Lord, We are ready to give our 
Verdict. 

Judge. Are you all agreed? 

Jury. Ves. 

Fudge. Who ſhall ſpeak for you? 

Jury. Our Foreman. 

Fudge. What fay you? Are the Apoſtles guil- 
ty of giving falſe Evidence in the Caſe of the Re- 
ſurrection of Jeſus, or not guilty ? 

Foreman. Not guilty, 


Judge. 
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Judge. Very w well; 'Þ nt; bb,  Geriflenicn.; Tres 
ſign wy ee and am your —— Bars 
Van. . Y 


* — * 
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25 The ten: wa up, . were beginning to 
pay their Compliments to the judge and the Coun- 
cil; but were interrupted by a Gentleman, who 
went up to the Judge, and offer'd him a Fee. 
What's this? ſays the Judge. A Fee, Sir, ſaid the 
Gentleman. A Fee to a Judge is a Bribe, ſaid the 
Judge. True, Sir, ſaid the Gentleman; but you 
have reſign d your Commiſſion, and will not be 
the firft Judge who has come from the Bench to 
the Bar without any Diminution of Honour. Now 
Lazarus's Caſe is to come on next, and this Fee is 
to retain you on his Side. There follow'd a con- 
fus'd Noiſe of all ſpeaking together, to perſuade 
the Judge to take the Fee: But as the Trial had 
lafted longer than I expected, and I had lapſed the 
time of an Appointment for Buſineſs, I was forc'd 
to {lip away; and whether the Judge was prevail- 
ed on to undertake the Cauſe of Lazarus, or no, 
I cannot ſay. 
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